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Tlie  Committee  appointed  to  investigate  the  facts  and 
circmnstances  connected  with  the  organization  known 
as  the  "Tweed  Ring,"  and  the  frauds  connected 
therewith,  presented  the  following  report ;  which  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  document  form,  together 
with  the  testimony  taken  by  the  Committee. 

FRANCIS  J.  TWOMEY, 


New  Yokk,  December  29,  1877. 

To  the  Honorable  tlie  Board  of  Alde>*iiieti  of  the  City 
of  New  York: 

Your  Committee,  which  was  appointed  by  your  Board 
on  the  19th  day  of  July,  1877,  to  investigate  the  facts  and 
circumstances  connected  with  the  organization  known  as 
the  "Tweed  Ring,  and  with  the  frauds  perpetrated  by 
said  organization,  respectfully  report  as  follows : 


The  following  is  the  preamble  and  resolution  under 
which  they  were  appointed : 

"  Whereas^  The  debt  and  liabilities  of  the  City  and 
County  of  New  York  were  enormously  increased  during 
the  period  from  1868  to  1872,  through  the  frauds  and 
machinations  of  conspirators  forming  an  organization 
known  as  the  "  Tweed  Ring,"  and  their  agents  and  abet- 
tors; and 

Whereas^  It  is  l)elieved  that  a  large  amount  of  such 
debt  and  liabilities  was  during  such  period  fraudulently 
incurred  by  the  connivance  and  co-operation  of  the  heads 
of  certain  Departments  of  the  city  government  and  other 
officers  thereof,  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
of  the  County  then  existing,  the  members  of  the  Board  of 
Audit,  appointed  by  a  special  act  of  the  Legislature  in  the 
year  1870,  and  other  persons  associated  with  tliem,  through 
alleged  claims  allowed  and  audited  and  payments  of 
moneys  made  from  the  Treasury  and  funds  belonging  to 
the  City  and  County  of  Xew  York  ;  and 

Whereas^  The  City  and  County  of  New  York  are  the 
real  parties  in  interest  in  all  suits  and  legal  proceedings 
which  have  been  or  may  be  instituted  against  any  of  said 
persons  for  their  punishment  and  the  recovery  of  the 
moneys  so  fraudulently  obtained  and  received  by  them,  by 
the  legal  officers  representing  the  Corporation  or  the  State 
of  New  York ;  and 

Whereas^  The  amount  of  moneys  hitherto  recovered 
from  and  punishment  inflicted  on  such  conspirators  and 


their  agents  and  abettors  are  comparatively  insignificant 
and  wholly  insufficient  to  satisfy  the  demands  of  justice, 
and  reimburse  the  City  Treasury  for  the  moneys  thus 
fraudulently  obtained  and  received  by  them ;  and 

WhereaSj  All  the  facts  and  particulars  relating  to  such 
criminal  and  fraudulent  actfi  should  be  fully  ascertained 
and  known,  and  every  effort  possible  should  be  made  to 
compel  all  persons  in  any  manner  concerned  therein,  either 
as  principals  or  agents  and  abettors,  to  repay  the  moneys 
received  bv  each  and  aU  of  them ;  and 

Whereas^  Actions  and  proceedings  at  law  have  been 
instituted  in  behalf  of  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  New 
York  and  of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  are  still  pending 
against  certain  pereons  implicated  in  said  fraudulent  acts, 
for  the  purpose  of  recovering  from  them  the  moneys  thus 
fraudulently  obtained  and  received  from  the  Treasury  of 
the  City  and  County  of  New  York,  in  the  following  enti- 
tled cases  and  amounts,  to  wit : 

Commenced. 
Jttly    10,  1874— The  Mayor,  etc.,  v«.  The    National   Broadway 

Bank $0,504,000  00 

"     18,     *'                      "                  Thomas  W.  Roo 200,107  78 

Ootw    31,     '"                     ''                  Alexander  Brandon. 22,878  00 

**     81,     "                      *'                  Archibald  Hall,  Jr 135,108  63 

"     31,     '*  »'  William   F.   Blanck   and 

another. 18,240  00 

Not.     5,     "                     *•                  Morgan  Jones 850,000  00 

"       5,     '•                      "                  Daniel  Berrien 175,000  00 

"       5,     **                       •*                   Edward  Marrener  and  an- 
other   550,000  00 

'•       5,     *'  *  Geo.  a  Miller  and  Wm. 

Tweed 500,000  00 
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Coouncncfld. 
Jan.    11,  1875--The  Mayor,  etc.,  vs.  J.  A.  Monaghan $70,549  35 

"     22,     "  **  George  S.  Miller 69,826  94 

May    20,     ''  ''  F:dward  Jones 

Aug.  27,  1874  'V  Wm.    Haw,  Jr.,  Edward 

A.  Morse,  and  Forbes 

Holland 200,898  61 

Jan.    12,  1877  ''  Ira  A.   Allen  and  H.  £. 

Stevens 

April    9,  1875— The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  m.  Wm. 

Tweed 6,l98,a57  85 

Jane     7,  1875 — ^The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  vs.  Cum- 

mings  H.  Taoker. 

Nov.    20,  1875- -The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  va.  Wm. 

H.  Tweed  (No.  2) 93S,640  44 

May    16,  1876  -The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  i«. 

Richard  B.  Connolly 

Aug.     5,  1876— The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  va.  John 

O'Donnell 348, 287  40 

jVoWj  therefore^  for  the  i)urpo8e  of  aiding  and  assisting 
the  officers  of  the  law  engaged  in  the  prosecution  of  such 
legal  proceedings  as  are  now  pending,  or  which  may  be 
hereafter  commenced  against  any  of  said  persons,  and  the 
recovery  of  all  moneys  thus  fraudulently  obtained  and  re- 
ceived by  them,  or  any  of  them  : 

Re9ol\)ed^  That  a  Committee  of  three  members  of  this 
Board  be  appointed  by  the  President,  the  duty  of  which 
Committee  shall  be  to  investigate  thoroughly  all  the  facta 
and  circumstances  connected  with  the  organization  known 
as  the  ^'  Tweed  King,"  and  its  fraudulent  acts,  and  ascertain 
and  report  to  this  Board,  at  as  early  a  date  as  practicable,  a 
statement  in  f  nil  of  the  results  of  its  investigation,  includ- 
ing the  names  of  all  persons,  and  their  official  title,  and 


the  poeition  and  relation  of  all  persons  who  were  in  any 
manner  connected  with  said  organization,  or  said  acts ;  the 
origin  and  history  of  all  schemes  and  methods  of  operation, 
and  the  dates,  amounts,  and  natare  of  all  claims  and  trans- 
actions by  and  through  which  moneys  were  fraudulently 
obtained  and  received  from  the  Treasury  of  the  City  and 
County  of  New  York  by  them  or  any  of  them ;  the  names 
and  acts  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  then  existing  and 
connected  therewith ;  the  names  and  acts  of  the  Board  of 
Audit  of  1870,  and  the  origin  and  history  thereof — pre- 
senting in  such  report  a  complete  account,  as  far  as  practi- 
cable, of  any  and  all  persons  and  acts  by  which  moneys 
were  fraudulently  abstracted  from  the  Treasury  of  the  City 
and  County  of  New  York,  and  their  indebtedness  was 
increased  during  said  period,  from  the  year  1868  to 
1872 ;  also  to  examine  into  the  facts,  if  any  such  exist, 
whether  any  person  or  persons,  since  any  legal  proceedings 
have  been  instituted  against  any  of  said  persons,  have  been 
in  any  manner  instrumental  in  shielding  or  protecting 
them  from  punishment,  or  in  defeating  the  prosecution  of 
said  actions,  and  preventing  the  recovery  of  the  moneys 
fraudulently  obtained  and  received  by  them,  and  report  to 
this  Board  the  names  of  such  persons  and  the  time  and 
manner  of  such  interference  with  the  cause  of  justice. 

Resohed^  That  the  Corporation  Counsel  be  and  he  is 
hereby  authorized  to  detail  one  of  his  assistants  to  aid  the 
Committee  appointed  under  the  above  resolution. 

Adopted  by  the  Board  of  Aldermen,  July  19,  1877. 

Approved  by  the  Mayor,  July  28, 1877." 
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Your  Committee  organized  on  the  2lBt  day  of  Aagust, 
1877,  bv  the  selection  of  Alderman  Lewis  as  Chairman  ; 
and  the  Counsel  to  the  Corporation,  in  compliance  with 
your  resolution,  designated  Hugh  L.  Cole,  Esq.,  one  of 
his  assistants,  as  Counsel  to  your  Committee. 

The  sessions  have  been  held  in  public  and  have  been 
largely  attended  by  citizens,  and  the  prcxseedings  have 
been  very  extensively  reported  in  the  columns  of  the 
press. 

Your  Committee  caused-  to  be  published  in  the  public 
journals  of  the  city  a  general  invitation  to  all  persons  hav- 
ing information  pertinent  to  the  subject  under  investiga- 
tion, or  desiring  to  make  any  suggestions  concerning  the 
conduct  of  the  examination,  to  place  themselves  in  com- 
munication with  your  Committee,  or  with  their  counsel ; 
but  your  Committee  regret  to  say  that,  with  a  few  excep- 
tions, they  have  received  no  material  aid  from  any  volun- 
tary sources  whatever. 

Even  those  persons  to  whom  had  been  entrusted  the 
duty  of  collecting  and  arranging  the  evidence  as  to  these 
"  Ring  frauds,"  and  the  lawyers  who  have  represented  the 
People  in  the  "  Ring  suits,"  most  of  whom  have  been  very 
handsomely  paid  for  their  services,  as  well  as  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Ring  Tvho  have  been  granted  immunity  from 
punishment  on  the  express  ground  that  they  should  hold 
themselves  i*eady  at  all  times  to  testify  in  these  matters, 
and  to  aid  the  People  in  every  way  in  their  power,  held 
themselves    entirely  aloof  from   this  examination,  prof- 
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ferred  no  suggestion  or  assistance,  and  for  the  most  part 
could  only  be  induced  to  appear  before  the  Committee  in 
response  to  writs  of  subpoena,  and  in  some  cases  only  in 
obedience  to  writs  of  attachment. 

Laboring  under  these  disadvantages,  your  Committee  en- 
tered upon  the  performance  of  the  arduous  and  disagreeable 
duty  which  you  imposed  upon  them,  with  no  more  infor- 
mation upon  the  subjects  to  be  investigated  than  was 
possessed  by  the  community  at  large,  namely,  that  the  city 
had  been,  during  a  considerable  period  of  time,  persistently 
robbed  by  an  organized  band  of  official  thieves,  to  an 
extent  never  before  equalled  in  municipal  history ;  that 
the  thieves  were  known  ;  that  the  best  legal  talent  in  the 
country  had  long  since  been  engaged  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  them  to  justice,  and  of  recovering  from  them  the 
stolen  money;  that  large  sums  had  been  expended  in 
counsel  fees  and  in  other  legal  expenses ;  that  it  had  been 
clearly  demonstrated  that  the  city  and  county  had  been 
despoiled  of  more  than  thirty  millions  of  dollars ;  and  yet 
tliat  only  about  $876,0(i0,  after  deducting  expenses,  had 
been  recovered,  and  all  the  thieves,  with  a  single  excep- 
tion, had  escaped  any  adequate  punishment,  and  that 
some  of  them  were  flaunting  their  stolen  wealth  in  the 
faces  of  honest  citizens,  to  the  demoralization  of  the 
community  and  the  disgust  of  all  right-minded  men. 

It  was  the  knowledge  of  this  anomalous  state  of  things 
which  impelled  your  Board,  the  immediate  representatives 
of  the  people  who  had  been  robbed  by  these  men,  and 
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were  still  being  insulted  by  the  ostentations  exhibition  of 
their  ill-gotten  gains,  to  institute  this  investigation.  Yonr 
Board  had  the  best  possible  reasons  for  knowing  that 
the  people  of  this  city  were  anxious  to  know  the  true 
history  of  the  Ring  frauds,  and  to  be  informed  why 
the  complicated  and  expensive  machinery  which  had  been 
set  in  motion  by  their  servants,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting the  interests  of  the  city,  had  apparently  been  pro- 
ductive of  such  inadequate  results ;  and,  being  fully 
persuaded  that  the  information  desired  could  only  be 
obtained  through  an  investigation  like  this  (which  would 
be,  to  a  certain  extent,  free  from  the  technical  rules 
of  evidence  which  govern  courts  in  the  tnal  of  causes), 
they  created  your  Committee,  and  directed  this  examina- 
tion. 

Your  Committee  have  examined  a  number  of  wit- 
nesses and  have  taken  a  vast  amount  of  testimony 
(more  than  seven  hundred  and  fifty  printed  pages)  upon 
every  branch  of  the  frauds  upon  the  treasury  which  time 
would  permit  them  to  enter  upon  at  all.  Every  person 
has  been  called  who  it  was  supposed  could  throw  any 
light  upon  the  subject  under  investigation,  except  three 
or  four  persons  who  purposely  kept  themselves  beyond 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court — from  which  the 
subpoenas  used  by  your  Committee  issued— or  remained 
secreted  so  as  to  avoid  being  summoned. 

In  this  category  is  to  be  placed  J.  McBride  Davidson, 
Hugh  Smith,  and  several  other  less  important  witnesses. 
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This  testimony  has  disclosed  a  ^frightful  state  of  demor- 
alization in  every  branch  of  the  public  service  at  that  time. 
Nothing  which  has  yet  been  written,  no  trial  or  examination 
which  has  heretofore  been  had,  has  afforded  so  clear  and  so 
comprehensive  an  insight  into  the  immensity  of  the  frauds 
committed  by  these  "  King  thieves,"  or  into  the  methods 
by  which  their  nefarious  designs  were  consummated. 
No  particular  political  party  or  organization  is  alone 
responsible  for  this  horrible  condition  of  affairs.  The 
evidence  distinctly  shows  tliat  officials  and  representa- 
tives of  all  political  parties  combined  to  bring  about 
this  end,  and  that  the  robberies  would  have  been 
impossible  but  for  this  base  combination  of  the  worst  men 
from  every  political  household. 

The  efforts  which  have  been  made  to  punish  these 
scoundrels  and  to  wrest  from  them  their  spoils  do  not  seem 
to  have  been  at  all  adequate  to  the  end  in  view.  Your 
Committee  have  received  no  explanation  from  any  of  the 
lawyers  who  have  represented  the  People  in  this  regard, 
why  the  men  who,  on  their  own  confession,  not  only  aided 
others  in  robbing  the  city  of  millions  of  dollars,  but  them- 
selves participated  in  the  spoils,  should  not  at  least  Iiave 
been  compelled  to  disgorge  the  stolen  money,  and 
especially  when  it  is  abundantly  evident  that  several 
of  these  men  are  still  in  the  enjoyment  of  wealth  derived 
from  these  robberies.  The  Ring  men  themselves  claim 
that  they  have  been  expressly  granted  immunity  from 
even  civil  suits  by  the  Attorney-General  and  his  repre- 
sentatives,   but    this    is    expressly   denied    by  those   re- 
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prefieutatives,  and  so  the  matter  remains  an  unexplained 
mystery.  Your  Committee  are  advised  that  such  im- 
munity as  is  claimed  by  these  persons  could  not  have 
lawfully  been  accorded  to  them  by  any  person,  whether 
private  or  official,  and  that  even  if  any  one  has  assumed 
to  grant  such  immunity,  his  action  is  not  binding,  either 
upon  the  Corporation  or  the  People.  lYour  Committee  are 
strongly  impressed  with  the  belief  that  it  is  contrary  to 
good  morals,  and  destructive  of  public  virtue,  that  such 
men  as  Andrew  J.  Garvey,  Elbert  A.  Woodward,  James 
H.  Ingersoll,  A.  Oakey  Hall,  John  H.  Keyser,  and  the 
others  whose  participation  in  these  frauds  is  clearly  set 
forth  in  the  testimony  taken  before  your  Committee, 
should  be  permitted  to  remain  in  the  full  enjoyment  of 
their  stolen  thousands,  without  any  serious  eflFort  having 
been  made  to  compel  them  to  make  restitution.  Not  can 
your  Committee  perceive  the  propriety  of  a  line  of  action 
which  results  in  concentrating  public  attention  upon  one 
or  two  of  this  gang  of  scoundrels,  and  in  the  pursuit  of 
them,  to  release  and  grant  immunity'  to  all  the  rest. 

Your  Committee  desire  especially  to  invite  your  atten- 
tion to  the  fact,  as  appears  by  the  testimony,  that  none  of 
these  frauds  could  have  been  perpetrated  without  the  cor- 
rupt procurement  of  special  Legislation  at  Albany  relating 
to  our  city  affairs.  This  Legislation  was  always  demanded 
either  upon  the  plea  of  urgent  necessity,  as  in  the  tax  levies, 
or  under  the  guise  of  reform,  as  ii\  the  Charter  of  1870. 
Always  the  corrupt  men  of  both  political  ])artie8  voted  for 
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these  special  laws,  and  always  they  were  openly  and  uii- 
blnshingly  paid  for  so  doing.  Not  only  the  "  Tweed  Ring  " 
entered  the  market  as  a  buyer  and  seller  of  Legislators, 
bnt  powerful  corporations  (notably  two  groat  railroad 
companies),  also  engaged  warmly  in  this  degrading  traffic. 
The  Legislature  no  less  than  the  city  government  seems  to 
have  been  a  den  of  thieves ;  and  even  the  ermine  of  the 
judges  was  polluted  by  this  wild  craze  for  ill-gotten 
wealth. 

It  is  to  this  wide-spread  participation,  by  persons  high 
in  office,  in  the  spoils  of  the  Ring,  which  one  must  look 
for  the  explanation  that  the  robberies  in  the  City  of  New 
York  so  long  escaped  exposure  and  punishment 

THE   RING   IN   THE   BOARD   OF   SUPERVISORS. 

According  to  William  M.  Tweed,  whose  evidence  is  in 
the  main  corroborated  by  that  of  Mr.  Henry  F.  Taintor, 
the  accountant  who  was  employed  in  behalf  of  the  people  to 
work  up  and  analyze  the  evidence  concerning  the  Ring 
frauds ;  the  first  point  of  attack  of  the  Ring  was  upon  the 
County  Treasury,  and  as  far  as  your  Committee  is  able  to 
ascertain,  the  first  frauds  were  committed  by  a  corrupt 
combination  in  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  the  year  1860. 
This  "  Supervisors'  Ring"  existed  from  that  time  until,  on 
account  of  internal  dissentions,  some  of  the  members  of  it 
procured  a  law  to  be  passed  in  1870,  by  which  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  was  abolished.  The  personel  of  this  Ring 
changed  slightly  from  year  to  year,  and  was  composed  at 
one  time  or  other  of  the  following  persons :    William  M. 
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Tweed,  Walter  Eoelie,  John  R.  Briggs,  Henry  Smith, 
John  Fox,  James  Hayes,  Andrew  J.  Bleakley,  and  Isaac 
J.  Oliver.  The  three  first-named  individuals  originated 
the  combination  by  agreeing  to  sustain  each  other  in  the 
Board  and  to  vote  tc^ther  on  bills  presented  for  approval. 
Their  united  votes  were  sufficient  to  determine  ahnost  any 
question  which  came  before  the  Board.  In  the  subsequent 
years  the  other  persons  mentioned  were  from  time  to 
time  added  to  their  number  and  shared  with  them  in  the 
fraudulent  gains. 

HOW   THE   FBLUDS   WERE   PEBPETKATKD. 

Almost  every  person  who  did  work  or  furnished  supplies 
for  the  county  at  this  time  were  informed  by  some  mem- 
ber of  this  Bing  that,  in  order  to  insure  a  cotitiiuiance  of 
the  public  patronage,  increased  orders  and  prompt  pay- 
ment, it  would  be  necessary  for  them  to  add  to  their  bills 
a  certain  percentage  in  excess  of  their  true  face,  which  in- 
crease  or  percentage  it  was  understood  and  agreed  should 
be  paid  to  the  corrupt  combination  of  members  of  the 
Board  aforesaid. 

The  amount  so  added  at  this  time  was  generally  fifteen 
per  cent,  of  the  face  of  the  bills.  William  M.  Tweed  named 
the  following  persons  and  firms  as  among  those  who,  at  that 
time,  conspired  with  the  Ring  in  this  way :  Keyser  &  Co.,  J. 
T.  Barnard  &  Son,  Grigg  &  Brothere,  James  H.  Ingersoll, 
Charles  Jacobus,  E.  V.  Haughwout  &  Co.,  J.  B.  &  W.  W. 
Cornell,  The  Eastchester  Quarry  Co.,  Ingei-soll  &  Co.,  T. 
W.  Roe  &  Co.,  J.  O.  Seymour  &  Co.,  Kennard  &  Hay, 
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Edward  Jones,  J.  A.  Smith,  Win.  C  Kogera  &  Co.,  and 
Andrew  J.  Garvey.  Some  of  the  bills  thus  presented  bad 
no  basis  whatever,  others  a  partial  basis,  and  still  others, 
with  the  exception  of  the  amount  allowed  for  percentages 
to  the  Ring,  were  valid. 

Besides  the  members  of  the  combination,  E.  A.  Wood- 
ward, an  assistant  clerk  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and 
Camming  IL  Tucker,  then  Superintendent  of  the  con- 
fttrnction  of  the  New  Court-house,  acted  as  go-betweens  in 
the  collections  and  distribution  of  these  percentages. 

Of  what  amount  of  money  the  County  Treasury  was 
despoiled,  under  the  regime  of  this  ring  in  the  Board  of 
Snpervisoi's,  cannot  even  be  approximately  arrived  at,  and 
probably  will  never  be  known.  Mr.  Taintor's  examina- 
tion of  frauds  extended  from  January  1,  1868,  to  the  mid- 
dle of  1871,  and  your  Committee  have  no  information 
that  there  has  ever  been  an  examination  into  matters  prior 
to  that  time.  From  the  testimony  of  witnesses  examined 
before  your  Committee,  it  would  seem  impossible  to  reach 
a  definite  conclusion,  either  as  to  what  proportion  of  the 
bills  pi*esented  had  any  basis  whatever,  or  as  to  what  per- 
centages were  added  to  such  bills,  as  represented  in  part 
Talne  received.  The  Committee  believe,  from  the  amount 
of  claims  presented  to  the  Board  by  these  Ring  tradesmen, 
and  paid  during  these  ten  years,  that  the  county  was  de- 
frauded of  several  millions  of  dollars  at  least. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  during  these  years,  as  a  whole, 
eannot  be  entirely  exempted  from  blame.    In  some  cases 
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there  were  no  dates  to  the  claims  which  passed  that  body, 
not  even  reference  to  the  years  in  which  the  bills  accrued, 
and  in  many  instances  claims  were  presented  without  set- 
ting forth  the  items  of  the  account.  They  were  referred 
to  committees  and  were  passed  often  on  the  same  days  on 
which  they  were  presented,  and  apparently  without  ex- 
amination. 

On   this   point  the  testimony  of  Tweed  was  confirmed 
by  that  of  Woodward  and  J.  H.  Ingersoll. 

ADJUSTED   CLAIMS    UNDER    LAW   OF     1868. 

By  chapter  853  of  the  Laws  of  1868,  supreme  power  was 
given  to  the  Comptroller  to  adjust  claims  then  existing 
against  the  city.  Under  that  act  there  were  about  six 
millions  of  dollars  adjusted  for  the  county,  and  about 
thirteen  millions,  all  told.  As  a  sample  of  the  character 
of  these  claims,  six  bills  were  presented  by  J.  II.  Inger- 
soll &  Co.,  which  amounted  to  about  a  million  of  doIIar<a, 
which  Mr.  Taintor  testifies  were  almost  if  not  altogether 
fraudulent.  The  proceeds  were  divided  with  the  same 
system  as  were  the  county  funds  under  the  **  Ring  "  in  the 
Board  of  Supervisors.  These  claims,  according  to  the 
law  authorizing  the  Comptroller  to  adjust  them  were 
to  be  paid  in  one  or  two  years  from  appropriations  in 
the  tax-levy,  but  that  such  an  idea  was  not  seriously  en 
tertained  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  the  bonds  which  were 
issued  to  enable  the  Comptroller  to  pay  them  were  after- 
ward converted  into  "  long  "  bonds  and  became  a  recog- 
nized part  of  the  permanent  debt  of  the  cit}'.     Nothing 
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more  waR  required,  at  this  time,  of  a  person  who  desired  to 
draw  money  from  the  City  Treasury  than  that  he  should 
make  out  a  bill  against  the  city,  and  agree  to  pay  the  King 
or  its  representative  such  a  percentage  of  it  as  they  de- 
manded, and  retain  some  lawyer  to  commence  suit  against 
the  city  by  service  of  a  summons.  Whether  or  not  the 
dty  was  indebted  to  the  claimant  was  entirely  immaterial. 

A  list  of  some  of  the  most  aggravated  cases  of  f  raud» 
which  were  adjusted  and  paid  by  the  Comptroller  under 
this  authority,  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Tanitor,  some  time 
since,  and  submitted  to  the  Department  of  Public  Works, 
with  the  request  that  the  records  of  the  old  Street  De 
]>artment  might  be  examined  in  regard  to  them.  It  was 
found  that  more  than  four  millions  of  them  had  no  exist- 
ence upon  the  books.  The  claimants  who  appeared  as 
having  claims  to  be  adjusted  under  the  law  of  1868,  were 
about  the  same  as  those  who  appeared  so  regularly  before  the 
Board  of  Supervisors.  From  these  claims  at  first  forty-iive 
per  cent,  was  retained  by  the  Ring.  This  rate  continued 
from  July,  1868,  up  to  January,  1869.  In  July,  1869, 
payments  under  this  act  were  resumed,  and  until  Novem- 
ber, 1869,  the  Ring  retained,  as  its  share,  sixty-five  per 
cent,  of  the  face  of  the  warrants,  and  after  that  up  to  the 
close  of  the  payments  under  this  act,  in  1870,  the  Ring 
retained,  as  its  share,  sixty-five  per  cent.,  with  interest. 

The  most  aggravated  frauds,  in  connection  with  both 
city  and  county  payments,  were  committed  under  special 
laws,  whereby  the  power  was  conferred   upon   the  city 
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and  county  to  pledge  their  credit  for  special  purposes, 
oftentimes  to  an  indefinite  and  unlimited  amount.  The 
frauds  committed  under  the  '^  Adjusted  claims  act  of 
1S68 "  furnish  one  instance  of  this  kind,  and  another 
notable  one  is  to  be  found  in  the  robberies  committed 
under  chapter  213,  Laws  of  1871.  This  act  author- 
ized the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Commonalty  of  the  City 
of  New  York,  to  extend  the  laying  of  pipes  for  the 
distribution  of  Croton  water  through  New  York,  and 
empowered  the  Comptroller  to  borrow  money  not  to 
exceed  one  million  and  a  half  of  dollars  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  to  issue  bonds  therefor.  One  million  of  dol- 
lars were  paid  out  on  that  account  during  the  3'ear  1871, 
and  Mr.  Taintor  pronounces  $568,000  out  of  that  amount 
to  be  fraudulent.  Another  illustration  of  this  point  may 
bo  derived  from  the  losses  which  the  treasury  suffered 
under  the  operation  of  Chapter  230  of  the  Laws  of  1870, 
which  conferred  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Public 
Works  authority  to  raise  such  sums  of  money  as  he  should 
certify  there  was  occasion  for.  The  aqueduct  was  re- 
moved from  Ninety-third  to  One  Hundred  and  Thirteenth 
street,  a  distance  of  twenty  bl(x;ks.  Engineers  estimated 
the  expense  likely  to  be  incurred  in  making  the  removal  at 
$1,500,000.  The  charges  against  the  city  for  this  business 
have  been  $3,500,000.  These  are  but  instances  selected  out 
of  a  mass  of  evils  which  have  befallen  the  city  by  reason 
of  this  kind  of  special  legislation. 
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CHARTER  OF  1870. 

After  exclusive  power  had  been  conferred  upon  the 
Comptroller  to  adjust  and  settle  claims  against  the  City 
and  County,  the  raembera  of  the  Ring  in  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  felt  that  their  power  was  beginning  to  wane, 
and  they  soon  commenced  to  evince  hostility  toward 
Tweed  and  his  friends  who  were  demanding,  according 
tx)  them,  too  much  power.  In  the  Legislature,  in  the  winter 
of  1870,  this  contest  reached  its  highest  point,  and  before 
the  close  of  the  winter  resulted  in  the  entire  success  of 
Tweed  and  his  friends,  and  the  overthrow  of  the  '*  Young 
Democracy "  under  which  title,  Fox,  Hayes,  O'Brien, 
and  their  friends  had  been  fighting.  The  victory  which 
Tweed  and  his  friends  achieved  in  this  severe  contest 
was  a  most  expensive  one  for  the  City  of  New  York.  In 
the  early  part  of  the  session,  several  different  charters  for 
the  City  of  New  York  were  introduced  by  the  friends  of  the 
"  Young  Democracy,"  each  of  which  had  for  its  object  to 
drive  from  power  the  then  officers  of  the  city  govern- 
ment. Tweed's  friends  felt  that  nothing  but  the 
lavish  expenditure  of  money  among  members  of  the  Leg- 
islature conld  ensure  success,  and  failure  they  knew 
would  necessarily  be  followed  by  exposure  and  destruction. 
In  that  critical  moment  a  charter  for  New  York  was  pre- 
pared chiefly  under  the  supervision  of  A.  Oakey  Hall, 
Peter  B.  Sweeney,  Cornelius  Corson,  Wm.  M.  Tweed,  and 
Alexander  Frear,  and  was  introduced  into  the  Assembly 
by  Frear,  who  was  then  a  member.  The  above  named 
persons,  together  with  Bichard  B.  Connolly,  Hugh  Smith, 
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Andrew  J.  Qarvey,  JameB  H.  IngerBoll,  E.  A.  Wood- 
ward, Chai'les  H.  Jacobng,  Eennard  &  Hay,  Edward 
Marrenerj  Edward  Boyle,  and  the  Erie  Railroad,  through 
Gould  or  Fisk,  Charles  H.  Jacobus,  Henry  Smith,  and  in 
fact  almost  every  one  connected  at  that  time  with  the  f  ni^ 
nishing  of  supplies  to  the  city  or  county  were  called  upon 
to  advance  money  with  which  to  bribe  the  members  of  the 
Legislature.  Large  sums  of  money,  evidence  of  which  in 
the  shape  of  checks  Tweed  has  now  in  his  possession, 
were  also  raised  by  notes  made  either  by  Tweed  and  Con- 
nolly, and  indorsed  by  Hugh  Smith,  or  made  by  Connolly 
and  Smith,  and  indorsed  by  Tweed,  which  were  discounted 
in  the  Broadway  National  Bank.  With  this  money 
the  requisite  number  of  meinbci*s  of  the  Assembly  were 
obtained,  the  money  being,  as  it  seems,  disbursed  by  A. 
D.  Barber,  a  notorious  "  lobbyist,"  and  his  employees. 
Tweed,  as  he  says,  manipulated  the  Senate  himself.  He 
mentions  N  orris  Winslow,  Wm.  B.  Woodin,  Theodore  L. 
Minier,  George  Bowon,  James  Wood,  William  Cauldwell, 
Thomas  J.  Creamer,  and  Michael  J.  Norton,  as  Senators  to 
whom  he  either  paid  money  directly  or  compensated  for 
their  votes  in  other  ways.  Under  these  influences  the 
Charter  passed,  and  under  the  same  influences  insertions  in 
the  tax-levy  wei'e  obtained,  one  of  which  gave  the  power 
to  the  Mayor,  Comptroller,  and  the  then  President  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  (Hall,  Connolly,  and  Tweed), 
to  audit  liabilities  against  the  County  of  New  York  in- 
curred previous  to  the  passage  of  the  act.  As  purchased 
by  him  to  aid  by  their  vote  in  the  passage  of  the  tax-levy^ 
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Tweed  mentions  Seuatore  Wm.  M.  Graham,  Wm.  H.  Brand, 
A.  V.  Harpending,  Theodore  L.  Miuier,  George  Bowen,  and 
JameB  Wood.  The  Committee  have  been  unable  to  obtain 
the  names  of  members  of  the  Assembly  whose  votes  were 
purchased  at  that  session.  An  immense  amount  of  money 
was  raised  and  expended  in  this  way.  To  A.  D.  Barber  alone, 
Tweed  says  he  paid  for  such  distribution  about  $600,000. 
After  the  passage  of  the  Charter,  through  the  influence 
of  the  King,  an  act  was  passed  abolishing  the  then  Board 
of  Supervisors,  and  creating  a  new  Board,  and  thus  most 
of  the  leaders  of  the  "  Young  Democracy  "  were  legislated 
out  of  office. 

Tweed  testifies  that  he  has  always  understood  that  the 
provision  in  the  tax-levy  confirming  the  audit  power 
upon  Elall,  Tweed,  and  Connolly  was  prepared  by 
A.  Oakey  Hall,  and  was  primarily  intended  as  a  means 
whereby  they  and  their  friends  could  get  back  the  large 
amount  of  money  they  had  expended  in  Albany  in  oppos- 
ing the  "  Young  Democracy,"  and  in  passing  the  charter 
and  subsequent  acts.  As  part  payment  for  his  services, 
Barber  was  retained  and  re-appointed  Deputy  Collector  of 
Assessments,  the  duties  of  which  he  was  never  called  upon 
to  perform,  but  from  which  he  drew  not  less  tlian  $10,000 
per  annum,  and  often  $15,000.  This  alone  to  Barber, 
while  other  professional  lobbyists,  and  officials,  drew 
salaries  without  the  necessity  of  laboring,  ont  of  the  City 
Treasury. 

The  Charter  of  1S70  was  a  purely  Democratic  measure 
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which,   nevertheless,  every  Republican  Senator  but  one 
voted  for. 

BOARD  OP  AUDIT  OF  1870. 

After  the  Board  of  Audit  of  1870  had  been  appointed 
in  compliance  with  the  statute,  they  agreed  among  them- 
selves that  they  would  require  of  all  persons  who  dealt 
witli  the  city  in  any  way  (except  a  few  whom  they  feared 
to  approach)  to  add  fifty  per  cent,  to  the  true  face  of  their 
bills.  The  other  fifty  per  cent,  being  intended  for  distri- 
bution among  the  members  of  the  Board. 

The  consummation  of  this  plan  was  left  to  Connolly  and 
Tweed,  who  selected  James  Watson  and  E.  A.  Woodward 
to  prepare  the  bills  and  to  deduct  and  distribute  the  per- 
centages. It  was  no  matter  of  concern  to  any  of  these 
persons  whether  the  bills  presented  and  approved  had  any 
foundation  in  fact  or  not,  although  it  was  presumed  that 
they  would  usually  have  some  basis.  At  a  meeting  held 
at  Peter  B.  Sweeney's  rooms  in  the  Delavan  House,  in 
Albany,  in  1870,  Sweeney,  Connolly,  Hall,  and  Tweed 
being  present,  it  was  agreed  that  ten  per  cent,  of  this 
reserved  fifty  per  cent,  should  be  paid  to  Tweed,  ten  to 
Connolly,  ten  to  James  M.  Sweeney  for  his  brother  Peter 
B.  Sweeney,  and  ten  to  James  M.  Sweeney  or  Hugh  Smith 
for  A.  Oakey  Hall.  Of  the  other  ten  per  cent,  one-half 
was  to  be  divided  between  Watson  and  Woodward  for 
their  services,  and  the  other  five  per  cent,  was  to  be  held 
by  Watson  and  Woodward  as  a  sinking  fund  for  expenses, 
such  as  for  purchasing  legislation. 


23 


SECOND   ARRANGEMENT. 

After  the  first  Uiteli  of  bills  had  been  paid,  Connolly 
became  dissatisfied  because  he  was  not  to  receive  a  larger 
pereenta^.      He  declared  that  the  thing  could   not  be 
done  without  him,  and  Tweed  reminded  him  that  it  could 
not  be  done  without  him  either ;  80  thej  agreed  to  compel 
persons  presenting  bills  to  accept  one-third  of  the  face  of 
the  bill  instead  of  one-half,  and  that  Connolly  should  receive 
twenty  per  cent.,  Tweed  twenty-five  per  cent.,  Sweeney  ten 
per  cent.,  and    Ilall  was  informed  that  in   consequence 
of  the  great  expense  incurred   in  Albany,  their  shares 
would  each  have  to  be  reduced  to  five  per  cent.     Hall, 
thereafter,  under  the  belief  they  were  all  getting  the  same 
amount,  received  only  five  per  cent.     The  rest  went  to 
Woodward    and    Watson.     The   details  of    the    process 
throngh  which  a  bill  passed  from  the  time  it  was  presented 
until  paid,  and  the  way  in  which  the  percentages  were 
paid  to  the  King,  and  the  residue  to  the  claimant,  is  fully 
explained  in  the  testimony  of  E.  A.  Woodward,  whose 
especial    business    it    was,    in   connection    with     James 
Watson,  to  attend  to  those  matters.     In  regard  to  these 
divisions,  Tweed  testified  as  having  direct  knowledge  of 
them,  and  his  testimony  was  directly  confirmed  bv  Wood- 
ward and  IngersoU,  and  indirectly  by  other  witnesses. 

POWER   OF   THE   RING. 

Witii  the  City  Government  in  their  hands,  the  Legisla- 
ture ander  their  control,  and  the  City  Treasury  at  their  com- 
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maud,  the  Ring  was  now  at  the  height  of  their  power. 
They  did  not  even  hesitate  to  change  tlie  will  of  the  peo- 
ple as  expressed  at  elections,  whenever  such  change 
seemed  to  them  desirable.  The  bench  of  the  Supreme 
Court  ceased,  under  their  influence,  to  preserve  its  purity, 
and  no  one  wlio  refused  to  submit  to  their  dictation  had 
the  slightest  chance  for  political  preferment.  To  such  an 
extent  had  rascality  become  prevalent  that  even  in  the 
Assembly  of  this  State,  certain  members  organized  a 
band  for  the  express  jmrpose  of  selling  their  votes,  and 
were  known  as  "The  Black  Horse  Caval r3\"  Persons 
who  performed  no  service  for  the  city,  but  who  were  ser- 
viceable to  the  Ring  for  purely  political  purposes,  were 
placed  upon  the  pay  rolls  as  city  or  county  officials  and 
supported  from  the  public  treasury. 

Several  pretended  attempts  of  self-styled  reformers  to 
expose  this  disgraceful  combination  were  easily  dealt 
with  by  the  simple  expedient  of  giving  them  fat  oflices. 

AMOUNT  STOLKN. 

Mr.  Taiutor  testifies  that  between  January  1,  1868, 
and  July  1, 1871,  so  far  as  he  has  developed  the  matter, 
$30,000,000  were  fraudulently  diverted  from  the  treasury 
by  the  corrupt  practices  of  the  Ring,  and  that  this  does 
not  include  the  amount  stolen  by  the  Ring  in  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  between  I860  and  1866.  It  is  safe  to 
assume  that  fwm  1860  until  July,  1871,  the  i>eople  of 


25 


this  city  have  been  robbed  to  the  extent  of  fifty  millions 
of  dollars  at  least. 

THE  EXPOSURE  AND  DOWNFALL  OF  THE  RING. 

In  the  Spring  of  1871,  and  when  the  operations  of  the 
Ring  had  reached  tliis  enormous  magnitude,  they  were 
suddenly  brought  to  light  through  the  columns  of  one  of 
the  city  journals,  which  published  not  only  an  outline  of 
the  facts  heretofore  recited,  but  also  an  accurate  list  of  the 
principal  persons  who  had  been  engaged  in  the  frauds. 
Public  attention  was  at  once  fixed  upon  this  all-absorbing 
subject,  and  every  possible  device  was  suggested  whereby 
might  be  assured  the  arrest  of  the  thieves  and  the  recovery 
of  the  millions  stolen  by  them.  There  was  a  very  wide- 
spread feeling  of  distrust  manifested  towards  the  law 
officers  then  in  office,  and  several  associations  of  citizens 
were  formed,  who  assumed  to  take  the  prosecution  of 
these  offenders  into  their  own  hands.  Committees  were  ap- 
pointed, the  most  eminent  counsel — selected  from  both 
political  parties — were  retained,  accountants  and  detectives 
were  employed,  and  a  formidable  campaign  was  com- 
menced, having  for  its  object  the  condign  and  speedy 
punishment  of  the  thieves,  and  the  wresting  from  them  their 
ill-gotten  gains.  At  that  time  every  member  of  the  Ring, 
with  possibly  one  exception,  held  large  amounts  of  real  estate 
in  and  near  the  city,  which  could  neither  be  sold  nor  taken 
away,  and  it  seemed  sure  not  only  that  the  villains 
would  be  sent  to  the  State  prison,  but  that  the  city  would 


26 


regain  at  least  a  respectable  portion  of  the  vast  sums  of 
which  it  had  been  robbed.  Certainly,  no  ejypoise  was 
spared  for  the  accomplishment  of  this  end — as  will  be  seen 
in  the  accounts  stated  below — but  your  Connnittee  regret 
to  say  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  result^s  have  been  unsatis- 
factory and  meager  in  the  extreme. 

At  present  all  the  thieves,  with  one  single  exception^ 
are  at  large,  several  of  them  are  living  in  and  near  N^ew 
York,  in  elegant  ease,  if  not  in  ostentatious  luxuiy,  and  all 
of  them  claim  entire  immunity  from  all  sorts  of  suits  or 
demands  from  the  City  or  the  People,  on  the  ground  that 
they  have  all  been  used  as  witnesses.  Some  dozen  of 
the  tliieves  have  thus  been  let  loose  upon  the  community, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  used  as  witnesses  against  one 
or  two  of  the  others. 

Nor  has  the  pecimiary  result  of  these  suit«  been  any 
more  satisfactory. 

The  eminent  counsel  which  had  been  especially  retained 
to  conduct  these  prosecutions  originally  began  them  in  the 
name  of  the  People  of  the  State  instead  of  in  the  name  of 
the  Mayor,  etc.,  of  the  City  of  New  York.  In  those 
actions  warrants  of  arrest  were  obtained  against  several  of 
the  principal  members  of  the  King,  and  bail  bonds  in  large 
amounts  were  given  by  them.  All  of  these  actions  failed 
because  the  Court  of  Appeals  held  that  the  right  of  action 
was  not  in  the  State  but  in  the  mimicipality. 
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Thereupon  the  Legislature  passed  an  act — chapter  49  of 
the  Laws  of  1875 — practically  transferring  to  the  State  the 
cause  of  action  to  recover  moneys  fi:audulently  obtained 
from  the  city,  and  new  actions  were  begun.  Meanwhile 
much  invaluable  time  had  been  lost,  the  bail-bonds  taken 
in  the  original  actions  were,  of  course,  not  available,  and 
the  defendants  had  taken  care  to  go  where  no  new  bail- 
bonds  could  be  exacted  of  them. 

The  following  is  a  statement  of  the  pecimiary  result  of 
aU  the  "King  suits"  up  to  the  present  date : 

Amounts  paid  to  the  city  from  James  Wat- 
son's estate $558,000  00 

By  E.  A.  Woodward 151,779  16 

By  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  nominally  from  his 

brother's  estate 406,562  20 

Interest  allowed  oy  the  Trust  Co.  on  deposits  3,183  90 

$1,119,525  26 
Deduct  amount  of  legal  expenses 

paid    by   the  Comptroller 

of  the  City  of  New  York, 

from  March   13,    1872,  to 

March  2,  1877 $194,098  12 

Ditto  paid    by    the    Attorney 

General,   from    March  14, 

1876,  to  Dec.  17,  1877. . . .     49,184  60 

$243,283  42 

Showing  the  total  net   amount  recovered 
by  the  city  to  be $876,241  84 
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It  will  be  remarked  that,  except  the  amount  received 
from  Woodward,  all  this  money  has  been  recovered  from 
the  estates  of  two  dead  men,  and  that  none  of  it  was  col- 
lected on  execution,  but  in  pursuance  of  "  compromises." 
And  yet  the  law  expenses  have  aggregated  more  than  25 
per  cent,  of  the  total  amount  recovered. 

Of  the  item  charged  as  "  legal  expenses,"  Mr.  Taintor, 
the  accountant,  received  the  sum  of  $79,729.44,  besides 
salaries  for  his  assistants  and  clerks,  which  your  Committee 
are  forced  to  conclude  was  excessive  remuneration  for  the 
services  rendered. 

A  complete  list  of  the  actions  which  have  been  com- 
menced in  behalf  of  the  Corporation  or  of  the  People  is 

9 

hereunto  appended,  in  which  is  set  out  the  date  of  the 
commencement  of  each  suit,  the  cause  of  action,  the 
amount  involved,  the  name  of  the  attorney  representing 
the  City  or  the  People,  and,  as  far  as  practicable,  the 
present  status  of  the  litigations. 

An  examination  of  this  list  abundantly  shows  that  the 
energy  with  which  these  suits  seem  to  have  been  prosecuted 
at  first  has  in  very  many  cases  entirely  expended  itself,  and 
that  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  very  little  seems  to 
have  been  accomplished  in  the  progress  of  these  cases,  with 
a  view  either  to  the  recovery  of  the  stolen  money  or  the 
prosecution  of  the  thieves. 
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Two  of  these  suits  have  been  finally  disposed  of  within  a 
few  months  past,  and  one  of  them  not  until  after  the  greater 
part  of  the  evidence  relating  to  them  had  been  made  pub- 
lic. These  cases  are :  "  The  People  vs.  Ooman,"  and  "  The 
People  V8.  Peter  B.  Sweeney."  "  The  People  vs.  Coraan  " 
was  discontinued  by  the  representatives  of  the  Attorney - 
General  (Messrs.  Barlow  &  Olney)  on  the  day  set  for  its 
trial,  on  the  ground  that  the  evidence  for  the  People  was 
not  strong  enough  to  warrant  them  in  going  to  trial. 
Your  Committee  find  it  difficult  to  understand  this  state- 
ment in  the  light  of  the  evidence  taken  before  them,  and 
they  are  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  case  should  have  been 
tried. 

The  case  of  the  People  vs.  Peter  B.  Sweeney  was  settled 
in  a  very  curious  and  somewhat  incomprehensible  way. 
It  was  discontinued  upon  the  defendant  agreeing  to  pay  the 
sum  of  $400,000  "  from  the  estate  of  his  deceased  brother, 
James  M.  Sweeney."  The  motive  of  the  defendant  in  de- 
siring his  settlement  to  take  this  form  is  clear.  He  under- 
took by  this  mean  subterfuge  to  save  some  shred  of  his 
own  reputation  at  the  expense  of  that  of  his  dead  brother. 
The  reason  why  the  representative  of  the  Attorney 
General  (Mr.  Wheeler  H.  Peckham)  was  willing  to  dis- 
continue the  prosecution  on  this  extraordinary  ground  is 
not  so  clear.  It  was  based  upon  technical  grounds,  which 
are  set  forth  in  his  testimony.  But  in  the  opinion  of  your 
Committee  the  result  of  it  was  to  deprive  the  prosecution 
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of  Peter  B.  Sweeney  of  every  particle  of  moral  eflEect, 
which  it  was  at  least  as  desirable  to  preserve  as  it  was  for 
the  City  to  recover  the  paltrj-  and  inadequate  modicum  of 
the  stolen  millions.  At  the  time  that  this  long  and  expen- 
sive litigation  was  thus  ended  there  was  no  doubt  in  the 
minds  of  the  community,  nor  in  the  minds  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Attomev  General,  that  Peter  B.  Sweenev 
was  guilty  of  the  frauds  on  account  of  which  he  had  been 
sued,  and  the  testimony  of  Tweed  and  of  Woodward  has 
made  it  entirely  apparent,  to  your  Committee  at  least,  even 
if  there  had  been  any  doubt  on  the  subject  tlt^retofore,  that 
Peter  B.  Sweeney  had  not  only  been  a  member  of  the  Ring 
and  a  participator  in  all  the  Ring  frauds,  but  that  he  had  been 
perhaps  the  most  despicable  and  dangerous,  because  the 
best  educated  and  most  cunning,  of  the  entire  gang.  Your 
Committee  caused  a  subpoena  to  ])e  served  on  Peter  B. 
Sweeney,  commanding  him  to  come  before  them  to  testify ; 
but  instead  of  obej'ing  the  subpoena,  he  caused  a  certain 
stipulation  to  be  submitted  w^hich  had  been  entered  into 
between  himself  and  the  Counsel  for  the  People,  by  which 
he  had  been  guaranteed  immimity  from  any  sort  of  pro- 
cess or  from  "  molestation  "  at  the  hands  of  the  People  or 
the  Corporation,  under  the  then  existing  circumstances. 
And  your  Committee  were  therefore  reluctantly  obliged  to 
abandon  their  intention  of  examining  him. 
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ACTIONS  AGAINST  THE  OITY. 

There  are  also  at  issue  a  number  of  tsuits  against  the 
city,  all  of  which  are  more  or  less  intimately  connected 
with,  or  growing  out  of,  the  fraudulent  practices  of  the 
^*  Ring,"  for  sums  of  money  which,  in  the  aggregate,  amount 
to  nearly  $3,000,000. 

Of  these  the  principal  are  the  following :  ''  Baird  vs.  The 
Mayor,"  better  known  as  the  "  Navarro  Water  Meter  Suit," 
in  which  the  amount  claimed  is  about  $1,000,000  ;  ^'  Nelson 
V8,  The  Mayor,"  an  action  to  recover  iipon  a  certain 
contract  to  furnish  sewer-pipes,  in  which  the  amount 
claimed  is  about  $54,500;  four  suits  brought  by  E.  Jones 
&  Co.,  the  stationers  whom  Tweed  testifies  used  to  furnish 
the  members  of  the  Ring  with  ''  everything  in  the  world  " 
and  charge  them  to  the  city  as  stationery,  in  which  the 
amoimts  claimed  aggregate  $801,860,  with  from  seven  to 
nine  years  interest ;  the  ''  Tenth  National  Bank  vs.  The 
Mayor,  on  a  claim  for  $250,000,  and  "  Monheimer  vs.  The 
Mayor  "  on  a  claim  for  over  $300,000. 

As  to  all  these  suits  Tweed  testifies  that  they  are  based 
upon  frauds,  and  that  the  city  has  and  can  prove  by  him 
and  other  witnesses  whom  he  can  point  out,  a  good  and 
valid  defence  to  them. 

In  most  of  these  cases  Tweed  set  forth  in  detail  wherein 
these  frauds  consist  and  what  should  be,  in  the  light  of  his 
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information,  the  nature  of  the  defence,  but  as  to  the 
Navarro  Water  Meter  Case  and  certain  others,  the  Com- 
mittee were  requested  by  counsel  for  the  city  not  to  exam- 
ine in  detail,  they  stating  that  they  had  examined  Tweed 
privately  and  considered  his  information  important  and 
pertinent,  but  not  such  as  could  prudently  be  made  public 
durinf^  the  pendency  of  the  suits. 

The  case  uf  "  Monlieimer  vs.  The  Mayor"  deserves  some- 
thing more  than  a  passing  ciiumeration.  Tlie  claim  upon 
which  this  action  is  based  was  one  made  by  James 
O'Brien  for  certain  official  services,  said  to  have  been 
rendered  by  him  when  Sheriff  of  the  County  of  New 
York.  Tweed  testifies  that  shortly  after  the  fii-st  exposure 
of  the  Ring  frauds,  and  while  as  yet  tlie  thieves  were  hope- 
ful of  saving  themselves,  he  was  approached  by  Francis 
M.  Bixby  with  a  proposition  from  O'Brien  that  he,  Tweed, 
should  purchase  one-half  of  this  claim,  and  promising  that* 
in  return,  O'Brien  would  use  certain  influence  which  he 
claimed  to  possess,  to  protect  Tweed  from  prosecution. 
Tlie  proposal  was  accepted,  and  Tweed  purchased  one- 
half  the  claim  for  the  sum  of  $150,000,  and  took  an  as- 
signment in  writing  for  the  same,  which  ho  still  holds. 
Monheimer  signed  this  assignment  as  witness,  and  yet 
subsequently  brought  suit  on  this  same  claim,  as  assignee 
of  O'Brien.  Tweed  also  testifies  that  he  was  informed 
at  the  time  he  took  the  assignment  of  one-half  the  claim  that 
Richard  B.  Connolly  had  taken  an  assignment  of  tlie  other 
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half  of  it,  on  similar  assurances  from  O'Brien  and  Bixby, 
and  that  consequently  no  part  of  this  claim  has  any  sort 
of  validity.  Tweed  stated  to  your  Committee  that  he 
was  ready  to  assign  his  half  of  the  claim  to  the  City  of 
New  York. 

From  this  statement  it  will  be  seen  that  Monheimer 
never  had  nor  could  he  have  ever  had  the  slightest  interest 
in  this  claim,  and  that  his  suit  against  the  city  is  a  simple 
attempt  to  add  another  to  the  long  list  of  "Ring  frauds." 

The  disposition  and  present  status  of  these  Eing  suits 
forces  your  Committee  to  the  conclusion  that  the  substitu- 
tion of  private  persons  and  voluntary  associations  for  the 
regular  and  responsible  officers  of  the  law,  even  when 
those  persons  and  associations  are  above  the  breath  of  re- 
proach, by  no  means  assures  reform  in  govermental  affairs ; 
but  that  it  rather  tends  to  a  divided  responsibility  and  to 
spasmodic  action,  which,  although  energetic  in  the  begin- 
ning, is  apt  soon  to  degenerate  and  finally  to  become  careless 
and  utterly  inefficient. 

The  theory  upon  which  the  prosecutions  agjiinst  the  King 
were  commenced  seems  to  have  been  that  the  matter  of  prime 
importance  was  to  punish  the  thieves  and  to  render  their 
crimes  odious  to  the  public,  and  that  the  question  of  the 
recovery  of  the  money  was  of  altogether  secondary  impor- 
tance. Mr.  O'Conor,  while  he  continued  as  counsel  for 
the  People,  always  insisted  on  this  view. 
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This  is  the  reason  assigned  why  there  were  no  more  vigor- 
pus  efforts  made  at  first  to  secure  the  property  of  the  Ring 
men.  Everything  was  devoted  to  punishing  the  thieves 
themselyes.  Taking  advantage  of  this  state  of  things,  they 
immediately  devoted  themselves  carefully  to  the  task  of 
putting  their  effects  beyond  reach  of  the  law.  Thus  in 
the  beginning  the  city  failed  to  recover  the  stolen  property, 
in  the  singlenesn  of  its  pur}X)8e  to  catch  and  punish  the 
robbers. 

But  when  this  property  liad  all  been  spirited  away,  a 
change  of  policy  (Mr.  O'Conor  having  retired)  was  deter- 
mined upon  by  the  representatives  of  the  people.  The 
prime  object  now  seems  to  have  been  the  recovery  of 
the  stolen  money,  and  compromises  were  freely  entered 
into  with  any  members  of  the  Ring  who  were  willing  to 
purchase  freedom  and  immmiity  from  prosecution  with  a 
portion  of  their  ill-gotten  gains.  Of  course,  as  the  bulk  of 
their  property  was  by  this  time  far  beyond  the  jurisdiction 
of  our  courts,  the  people  were  obliged  to  be  content  with 
just  wliat  sums  of  money  the  persons  desiring  immunity 
were  willing  to  pay  for  it,  so  that  now,  in  order  to  recover 
a  part  of  the  stolen  money,  the  prosecutions  against  the 
thieves  were  abandoned.  The  combined  result  of  the  two 
policies  has  been,  therefore,  to  release  almost  everi^  member 
of  this  gang,  and  to  leave  them  to  the  quiet  enjoyment  of 
a  very  considerable  portion  of  the  money  of  which  they 
had  robbed  the  treasury,  to  the  scandalization  of  all  good 
citizens,  and  the  degradation  in  the  eyes  of  the  oommu 
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nity  of  the  processes  of  the  law.  This  condition  of  things 
could  hardly  have  come  about  if  the  people,  through  their 
proper  law  officers,  had  prosecuted  these  suits  with  a  fixed 
and  well-considered  policy  or  plan  of  operations. 

Mr.  O'Conor's  theory  that  the  prime  object  of  the 
prosecutions  should  have  been  to  punish  the  Ring  thieves 
criminally  and  not  to  permit  the  prosecutions  to  degenerate 
into  mere  collection  siuts,  was  undoubtedly  the  correct 
one. 

There  is  no  crime  more  odious,  infamous,  and  disastrous 
in  its  far-reaching  results  upon  society,  than  is  that  of 
public  and  private  official  breach  of  trust,  and  very  severe 
punishment  should  unifonnly  and  universally  be  adminis- 
tered upon  all  sucli  criminals,  as  an  example  and  warning 
to  deter  others  from  committing  like  offences.  To  com- 
pound such  a  crime  is  against  public  policy  and  destruc- 
tive of  public  \nrtue.  It  is  therefore  the  unanimous  judg- 
ment of  your  Committee  that  every  one  of  these  King 
thieves  which  it  was  possible  to  ca])ture  should  have  been 
as  severely  punished  as  the  law  would  permit,  and  that 
such  of  them  as  it  was  not  possible  to  arrest  ought  to  have 
been  branded  as  public  plunderers  and  thieves  and  left  to 
die  in  foreign  lands  as  banished  criminals.  In  the  opinion 
of  your  Committee  the  prosecuting  officers  have  made  a 
very  serious  mistake  in  granting  immunity  from  punish- 
ment to  a  single  one  of  these  criminals,  either  for  a 
moneyed  consideration  or  on  any  other  pretext.  The  prece- 
dent is  a  bad  one.  It  is  saying  to  all  officials,  steal  all  you 
can,  and   if  you  will  return  a  portion,  you  may  keep  the 
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balance  and  be  admitted  back  to  live  in  peace  and  quiet- 
nesa  in  that  society  whose  rights  you  have  outraged,  and 
may  enjoy  the  balance  of  the  plunder  and  go  unpunished. 
It  is  respectfully  submitted  that  the  manner  in  which 
most  or  these  Bing  thieves  have  been  treated  has  done 
almost  as  much  to  demoralize  society  as  have  the  crimes 
they  committed. 

keyskr's  assignment  to  shultz. 

There  is  one  other  incident  to  which  your  Committee 
feel  bound  to  call  the  attention  of  your  Honorable  Board. 
Owing  to  a  happy  accident  the  fraudulent  vouchers  for 
paymepts  made  to  John  H.  Keyser  escaped  the  burglar- 
ious destruction  which  overtook  the  rest.  The  evidence 
therefore  of  Keyser's  guilt  was  from  the  first  absolutely 
apparent.  At  this  time  there  was  prominent  among  the 
reformers  Mr.  Jackson  H.  Shultz,  a  gentleman  who 
held  no  official  position,  but  who  devoted  much  time  and 
attention  to  the  campaign  against  the  "  Ring."  Keyser's 
guilt  being  so  clearly  proved  that  he  could  not  even  pre- 
tend to  deny  it,  he  at  once  set  about  making  terms  with 
the  representatives  of  the  people.  He  was  compelled  to 
place  his  books  of  accounts  at  the  disposal  of  the  lawyers 
who  at  that  time  were  engaged  in  examining  into  the 
frauds,  and  he  pretended  to  be  willing  to  tell  all  he  knew^ 
and  to  make  such  restitution  as  he  could.  An  exami- 
nation of  his  books  showed  that  he  had  bills  against  certain 
other  members  of  the  Ring,  and  against  other  pei^soiis  who 
were  suspected  to  have  been  in  some  degree  participatoi*s 
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in  the  frands.  These  claims  he  was  induced  to  assign  to 
Jackson  S.  Shaltz  under  a  deed  of  tmst  which  begins 
with  a  recital  in  these  words  as  follows:  ^'Whereas,  I 
John  H.  Eeyser,  of  the  City  of  New  York,  am  indebted 
unto  the  County  of  New  York,  and  also  unto  the  City  of 
New  York  in  divers  suras  of  money,  which  sums  of  money 
I  desire  to  pay  or  secure  to  be  paid."  Then  follows  the 
formal  assignment  of  certain  enumerated  claims  to  Jack- 
son H.  Shultz ;  and  the  instrument  concludes  as  follows : 

^^  This  assignment  or  transfer  is  made  to  said  Shultz  for 
the  following  uses  and  purposes,  that  is  to  say,  said  Shultz 
is  to  collect  and  enforce  said  claims,  demands,  causes  of 
actions,  debts  and  moneys,  and  out  of  the  proceeds  thereof 
shall  first  pay  the  legal  and  reasonable  expenses  of  col- 
lection, and  out  of  the  balance,  or  net  proceeds  thereof, 
shall  pay  nnto  the  City  of  New  York  and  also  unto  the 
County  of  New  York,  such  sums  of  money  as  I  shall  be 
found,  upon  a  fair  or  just  and  fair  accounting  and  allow- 
ance of  legal  proofs  and  offsets,  to  owe  nnto  said  city  or 
county,  or  either  of  them. 

"New  York,  October  6,  1871. 

**  In  presence  of  "  Joun  II.  Kkyser. 

"  Francis  C.  Barlow." 

These  assigned  claims  were  put  by  Shultz  into  the 
hands  of  Messrs.  Barlow  &  Olney  for  collection.  Some 
$60,000  was  actually  collected  by  them  and  paid  over 
— less  their  fees — ^from  time  to  time  to  Shultz. 
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Before  the  claims  had  all  been  collected  Slinltz  began 
to  lend  the  trust  money  to  Keyset  in  Biims;  of  $5,000  and 
nnder,  and  this  he  continued  to  do  until  Kevser  had  actn- 

ally  received  the  entire  fund.  At  some  period  during 
this  series  <>f  loans,  Keyser  gave  Shultz  certain  mort- 
gages to  secure  them,  but  the  mortgasres  wei*e  eecond 
liens,  and  lier.s  ujwn  lease-hold  property  which  turned  out 
to  have  been  absolutely  worthless. 

It  is  claimed  by  Mr.  Shultz  that  he  paid  the  money  back 
to  Keyser,  because  he  could  not  get  the  Comptroller — Mr. 
Andrew  H.  Green — to  settle  the  account  of  the  city  with 
Keyser,  but  the  fact  that  the  loans  to  Keyser  began  even 
before  the  whole  of  the  claims  wei-e  collected,  makes  this 
explanation  difficult  for  your  Committee  to  comprehend, 
and  it  is  only  necessary  to  refer  to  the  deed  of  trust  itself 
to  perceive  that  there  was  no  doubt  in  Keyser's  mind  that 
he  owed  the  city  som^  money ;  the  only  matter  to  deter- 
mine being  the  amount  of  that  indebtedness.  Your  Com- 
mittee have  set  out  this  particlar  transaction  thus  at  large, 
because  here,  at  least,  seems  to  be  presented  a  case  out  of 
w-hich  it  may  be  possible  to  recover  some  of  the  st(»len 
numev. 

CONCLUSIONS    AND    KKCOMMENDATIONS. 

In  conclusion  your  Conmiittec  beg  leave  to  express  a 
hope  that  your  Honorable  Body  will  not  find  their  lal>or8 
altogether  fniitless.  Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that 
they  have  brought  sufficient  evidence  to  light  to  enable  the 
Corporation  successfully  to  defend  actions  now  pending 
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against  them  to  an  amount  aggregating  at  least  two  millions 
of  dollars.  They  also  are  of  opinion  that  they  have  made  it 
sufficiently  plain  that  there  are  no  insuperable  legal  obsta- 
cles in  the  way,  even  now,  of  a  vigorous  prosecution  of 
such  of  the  King  thieves  as  are  still  living  in  our  midst, 
in  the  enjoyment  of  their  stolen  goods.  In  this  connection 
your  Committee  beg  to  call  your  attention  especially  to  the 
following  persons  who  have  made  no  sort  of  restitution, 
and  yet  who  are  living  in  this  community  in  the  enjoyment 
of  more  or  less  of  the  proceeds  of  their  frauds  against  the 
treasury,  namely  :  James  II.  Ingersoll,  who  is  confessedly 
not  very  badly  ofE ;  Andrew  J.  Garvey,  who  lives  in  a  style 
none  but  a  wealthy  man  could  support ;  John  H.  Keyser, 
who,  although  professing  to  be  a  bankrupt,  is  probably  verj- 
far  removed  frpm  that  condition,  and  whose  prosecution 
would  at  least  determine  the  ownership  of  the  Shultz 
trust  fund ;  A.  Oakey  Hall,  whose  participation  in  these 
frauds  seem  to  your  Committee  not  to  admit  of  a  reasona- 
ble doubt ;  J.  McBride  Da\adson  and  Hugh  Smith,  who, 
your  Committee  are  clearly  of  opinion,  also  participated  in 
these  frauds,  and  who  avoided  the  service  of  a  subpoena 
by  leaving  the  jurisdiction  during  this  investigation. 

Another  one  of  these  Ring  thieves,  to  wlioin  your  atten- 
tion is  especially  directed,  is  Albert  A.  Woodward.  This 
man  has  made  a  sort  of  restitution,  and  claims  to  have 
been  accorded  a  sort  of  immunity  against  further  prosecu- 
tion. In  the  opinion  of  your  Committee,  the  restitution 
by  him  of  $150,000  was  altogetlier  inadequate,  and  was 
vastly  more  than  counter-balanced  by  tlie   release  from 
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the  punishment  he  so  richly  deserved  of  one  of  the  very 
worst  members  of  the  Bing.  The  bearing  of  this  man 
before  the  Committee  was  simply  revolting.  He  declared 
that  under  like  circumstances  he  would  again  commit  the 
frauds  to  which  he  unblushingly  confessed,  and  altogether 
conducted  himself  as  if  his  robberies  had  been  meritorious 
business  transactions. 

Whether  or  not  the  so-called  "  settlement "  of  Wood- 
ward really  protects  him  from  further  prosecution  your 
Oommitti^e  cannot  determine,  but  of  one  thing  they  are 
convinced,  that  any  sentimental  treatment  of  this  man 
would  be  worse  than  out  of  place,  and  a  positive  injustice 
both  to  this  community,  and  to  that  in  which  he  lives. 

Your  Committee  respectfully  suggest  that  your  Honor- 
able Board  furnish  the  Attorney  General  of  the  State 
with  a  copy  of  the  testimony  taken  in  the  course  of  this 
investigation,  and  of  this  report,  and  that  you  earnestly 
request  him  to  take  immediate  and  active  steps  to  punish 
those  of  the  King  thieves  who  have  heretofore  escaped, 
and  either  to  compel  them  to  make  such  restitution  as  is 
now  possible,  or  else  to  rid  the  community  whom  they 
have  robbed  of  their  presence. 

All  of  which,  together  witli  the  testimony,  is  respectfully 

submitted. 

SAMUEL  A.  LEWIS, 

KUFUS  B.  COWING, 

J.  J,  SLEVIN. 


TESTIMONY 


Uinutes  9f  tl\e  Proceedings  of  tl\e  Aldern\ai\ic 
Ccii\mittee  in  the  matter  of  tl\e  Investigatioi\  of 
the  £\ing  Frauds. 

THE   RESOLUTION. 

The   Committee   was  appointed   under  the  following 
resolution : 

Whereany  The  debt  and  liabilities  of  the  City  and 
County  of  New  York  were  enormously  increased  during 
the  period  from  1868  to  1872,  through  the  frauds  and 
machinations  of  conspirators  forming  an  organization 
known  as  the  "  Tweed  Ring, "  and  their  agents  and 
abettors;  and 

WhereaSj  It  is  believed  that  a  large  amount  of  such  debt 
and  liabilities  was  during  such  period  fraudulently  incurred 
by  the  connivance  and  co-operation  of  the  heads  of  certain 
Departments  of  the  city  government  and  other  officers^ 
thereof,  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the 
County  then  existing,  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Audit, 
appointed  by  a  special  act  of  the  Legislature  in  the  year 
1870,  and  other  persons  associated  with  them,  through 
alleged  claims  allowed  and  audited  and  payments  of  moneys 


made  from  the  Treasury  and  funds  belonging  to  the  City 
and  County  of  New  York ;  and 

Whereas^  The  City  and  County  of  New  York  are  the 
real  parties  in  interest  in  all  suits  and  legal  proceedings 
which  have  been  or  may  be  instituted  against  any  of  said 
persons  for  their  punishment  and  the  recovery  of  the 
moneys  so  fraudulently  obtained  and  received  by  them,  by 
the  legal  officers  representing  the  Corporation  or  the.  State 
of  New  York ;  and 

Whereas^  The  amount  of  moneys  hitherto  recovered 
from  and  punishment  inflicted  on  such  conspirators  and 
their  agents  and  abettors  are  comparatively  insignificant 
and  wholly  insufficient  to  satisfy  the  demands  of  justice 
and  reimburse  the  City  Treasury  for  the  moneys  thus 
fraudulently  obtained  and  received  by  them ;  and 

Whereds^  All  the  facts  and  particulars  relating  to  such 
criminal  and  fraudulent  acts  should  be  fully  ascertained 
and  known,  and  every  effort  possible  should  be  made  to 
compel  all  persons  in  any  manner  concerned  therein,  either 
as  principals  or  agents  and  abettors,  to  repay  the  moneys 
received  by  each  and  all  of  them ;  and 

WhereaSy  Actions  and  proceedings  at  law  have  been 
instituted  in  behalf  of  the  Coi-poration  of  the  City  of  New 
York,  and  of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  are  still  pending, 
against  certain  persons  implicated  in  said  fraudulent  acts, 
for  the  purpose  of  recovering  from  them  the  moneys  thus 


f randulently  obtained  and  received  from  the  Treaaurj  of 
the  City  and  County  of  New  York,  in  the  following 
entitled  cases  and  amounts,  to  wit : 

CoxnmencecL 
July  10,  1874.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  ys.  The  National  Broad- 
way Bank. $0,504,000  00 

Joly  18, 1874.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  yb.  Thomas  W.  Boe 200,107  78 

Oct  81,  1874.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  yb.  Alexander  Brandon. .         22,878  00 
81, 1874.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  ys.  Archibald  HaU,  Jr  . .       185,108  62 

31, 1874.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  yb.  Wm.  F.  Blanck  and 

another 18,240  00 

:XoY.  5,  1874.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  yb.  Morgan  Jonee. 350,000  00 

5,  1874.  The  Mayor,  eta,  yb.  Daniel  Berrien 175,000  00 

6, 1874.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  yb.  Edward  Marrener  and 

another 650, 000  00 

2SoY.  6,  1874.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  yb.  Geo.    S.    Milder   and 

Wm.  M.  Tweed 500,000  00 

Jan.  11,  1875.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  yb.  J.  A.  Monaghan 70,549  85 

22,  1875.  The  Mayor,  etc. ,  yb.  Geo.  S.  Miller. 09,826  94 

May  20,  1875.  The  Mayor,  eta,  yb.  Edward  JoncB 

Aug.  27, 1874.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  yb.  William     Haw,    Jr., 

Edward  A.  Morse,  and  Forbes  Holland.       200,698  61 
Jan.l2,  1877.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  yb.  Ira  A.  Allen  and  H.  E. 

StOYens 

Apr.  9,  1875.  The  People  of  the  State  New  York  yb.  Wm. 

M.Tweed 6,198,957  85 

June  7, 1875.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  yb. 

Cnmmings  H.  Taeker 

NoY.20,  1875.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  ybl 

WilliamM.  Tweed  (No.2) 033,640  44 

May  16, 1876.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  ys. 

Richard  B.  Connolly 

Aug.  5,  1876.  The  People  of  the  State  of  Now  York  yb. 

JohnO'DonneU 348,287  40 


Now,  therefore,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  and  assisting- 
the  oflScers  of  the  law  engaged  in  the  prosecution  of  sucli 
legal  proceedings  as  are  now  pending,  or  which  may  be 
hereafter  commenced  against  any  of  said  persons,  and  the 
recovery  of  all  the  moneys  thus  fraudulently  obtained  and 
received  by  them,  or  any  of  them ; 

liesohed^  That  a  Committee  of  three  members  of  this 
Boaini  be  appointed  by  the  President,  the  duty  of  which 
Committee  it  shall  be  to  investigate  thoroughly  all  the  facta 
and  circumstances  connected  with  the  organization  known 
as  the  "  Tweed  Ring,"  and  its  fraudulent  acts,  and  ascertain 
and  report  to  this  Board,  at  as  early  a  date  as  practicable, 
a  statement  in  full  of  the  results  of  its  investigation,  includ- 
ing the  names  of  all  pei*sons,  and  their  official  title,  and  the 
position  and  relation  of  all  persons  who  were  in  any  man- 
ner connected  with  said  organization,  or  said  acts;  the 
origin  and  histoiy  of  all  schemes  and  methods  of  operation, 
and  the  dates,  amounts,  and  nature  of  all  claims  and  trans- 
actions by  and  through  which  moneys  were  fraudulently 
obtained  and  received  from  the  Treasury  of  the  City  and 
County  of  New  York  by  them  or  any  of  them ;  the  names 
and  acts  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  then  existing  and 
connected  therewith ;  the  names  and  acts  of  the  Board  of 
Audit  of  1870,  and  the  origin  and  history  thereof — present- 
ing in  such  report  a  complete  account,  as  far  as  practicable, 
of  any  and  all  persons  and  acts  by  which  moneys  were 
fraudulently  abstracted  from  the  Treasury  of  the  City  and 
County  of  New  York,  and- their  indebtedness  was  increased 


during  said  period,  from  the  year  1868  to  1872 ;  also  to 
examine  into  the  facts,  if  any  such  exist,  whether  any  per- 
son or  persons,  since  any  legal  proceedings  have  been 
instituted  against  any  of  said  persons,  have  been  in  any 
manner  instrumental  in  shielding  or  protecting  them  from 
punishment,  or  in  defeating  the  prosecution  of  said  actions, 
and  preventing  the  recovery  of  the  moneys  fraudulently 
obtained  and  received  by  them,  and  report  to  this  Board 
the  names  of  such  persons  and  the  time  and  manner  of 
such  interference  with  the  cause  of  justice. 

Resolved^  That  the  Corporation  Counsel  be  and  he  is 
hereby  authorized  to  detail  one  of  his  assistants  to  aid  the 
Committee  appointed  under  the  above  resolution. 

Adopted  by  the  Board  of  Aldermen,  July  19, 1877. 
Approved  by  the  Mayor,  July  28, 1877. 

FKANCIS  J.  TWOMEY, 

Clerk  Common  Council. 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  appointed  as 
such  Committee — 

Alderman  Samuel  A.  Lewis, 
"         James  J.  Slevin,  and 

"  BUFUB  B.    COWINO. 
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FIRST  DAT. 


ORGANIZATION. 


August  21,  1877—2  p.  m. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"  Slrvin, 

"      .    Cowing. 

By  Alderman  Lkwis— 

Alderman  Lewis,  as  Chairman,  called  the  Committee 
to  order,  and  stated  that  the  Counsel  to  the  Corporation 
had  assigned  as  counsel  to  the  Committee,  in  accordance 
with  the  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen,  his  assist- 
ant, Hugh  L.  Cole,  Esquire. 

Alderman  Slevin  moved  that  the  Counsel  to  the  Com- 
mittee be  requested  to  advise  the  Committee  whether  it 
lias  power  to  compel  persons  to  appear  before  it  and  testify, 
and  especially  whether  William  M.  Tweed  can  be  com- 
pelled so  to  do,  and,  if  so,  as  to  the  most  appropriate 
measures  to  efPect  that  result.    Which  was  ad<»pted. 

Alderman  Cowixjg  moved  that  when  the  Committee  ad- 
journ it  do  so  until  Monday,  September  3,  at  2  o'clock 
p.  H.     Adopted. 

Alderman  Slevin  moved  that  the  Committee  do  now 
adjourn.    Which  was  adopted. 

Whereupon  the  Chairman  announced  that  tlie  Commit- 
tee stood  adjourned  until  August  30, 1877. 
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SECOND  DAT. 


August  SO,  1877. 


Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"  Slktin, 

"  Cowing. 


Mr.  Hugh  L.  Cole,  Assistant  to  the  Counsel  to  the  Cor- 
poration, and  special  Coansel  to  the  Committee,  in  compli- 
ance with  the  resolation  adopted  on  August  2l8t,  reported 
that  he  had  examined  the  law  relative  to  the  power  of  the 
Committee  to  send  for  peraons  and  papers,  and  that  he 
was  of  opinion  that,  both  by  recent  legislation,  and  also  by 
the  power  vested  in  the  Common  Council  by  the  ancient 
charters  of  the  city  of  New  York,  that  the  Common 
Council  (or  a  committee  thereof)  had  power  to  require 
the  attendance  of  witnesses  and  to  compel  them  to  testify 
concerning  all  matters  which  related  to  the  government  of 
the  city,  the  official  acts  of  its  officers,  and  all  matters 
tending  to  enlighten  the  City  government  with  reference 
to  appropriate  legislation  for  the  government  thereof.  He 
advised  tliat  the  Committee  forthwith  apply  to  a  justice  of 
Supreme  Court  for  a  summons  directed  to  such  persons  as 
the  Committee  desired  to  examine,  and  in  case  any  such 
persons  were  incarcerated,  that  the  Committee  also  apply 
to  a  justice  of  Supreme  Court  fur  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
ad  testificandum. 

Alderman  Cowing  moved  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  apply  for  a  summons  directed  to  William  M. 
Tweed,  commanding  him  to  come  before  the  Committee 
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and  testify,  and  also  for  a  writ  of  haheas  corpus  ad 
testificandum  directed  to  the  Sheriff  of  the  County^ 
commanding  him  to  produce  the  said  William  M.  Tweed 
at  next  meeting  of  the  Committee.    Which  was  adopted. 

Alderman  Slkvin  moved  that  when  the  Committee 
adjourns,  they  do  so  until  Monday,  September  3,  at  2 
p.  M.     Which  was  adopted. 

Alderman  Cowing  moved  that  the  Committee  do  now 
adjourn.     Which  was  adopted. 

Whereupon  the  Chairman  announced  that  the  Committee 
stood  adjourned  till  Monday,  September  3,  at  2  p.  m. 


TnillD  DAY. 


Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

*'         Slkvin, 
''         Cowing. 


September  3, 1877. 


The  minutes  of  last  meeting  read  and  approved, 

Mr.  Cole,  Counsel  to  Committee,  stated  that  in  obedi- 
ence to  the  resolution  of  the  Committee,  he  had  applied 
for  and  obtained  a  summons  directed  to  Wm.  M.  Tweed, 
commanding  him  to  appear  before  the  Committee  as  a 
witness,  and  also  a  writ  of  haheaf<  corpus  ad  testificandum^ 
requiring  the  Sheriff  to  produce  the  said  Wm.  M.  Tweed 
before  the  said  Committee.  And  in  c(>mpliance  therewith 
tlie  witness,  Tweed,  was  now  present. 
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Mr.  Church,  clerk  in  ofticc  of  Jolm  D.  Towiisend,  Esq., 
then  arose  and  said:  "  On  behalf  of  Mr.  John  D.  Town- 
send,  who  is  Mr.  Tvfeed's  counsel,  I  respectfully  submit 
to  the  Committee  that  Mr.  Townsend  is  ill  and  confined 
to  his  bed,  and  I  therefore  request  that  the  Committee 
shall  not  proceed  with  the  examination  of  Wm.  M.  Tweed 
at  tills  time."  Mr.  Church  produced  a  certificate  of  Di\ 
W.  J.  Hartly  to  the  effect  that  Mr.  Townsend  would  not 
be  able  to  leave  his  house  for  the  next  three  days. 

Mr.  Cole  said,  "I  consider  it  exceedingly  unfortunate 
that  this  examination  should  be  postponed,  but  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  I  hardly  feel  at  liberty  to  oppose 
the  request  of  Mr.  Townsend." 

Alderman  Cowing  i-emarked  that  it  was  not  necessary 
that  a  witness  should  have  counsel  at  an  examination  of 
this  kind. 

Mr.  Cole  responded — ^^  Ordinarily  not ;  but  in  a  mat- 
ter of  this  nature  questions  will  arise  to  which  answers 
might  tend  to  criminate  the  witness,  in  which  case  he 
would  be  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  counsel.  For  that 
purpose  only." 

Alderman  Cowing  inquired  whether  the  writ  handed  to 
the  Sheriff  required  him  to  produce  the  witness  from  day 
to  day? 

Mr.  Cole  replied — "No^  I  should  have  to  apply  for 
another  writ." 

Alderman  Cowing  moved  that  when  tlie  Committee 
adjourn,  it  adjourn  to  Thursday  next,  September  6th,  at 
2  p.  M.,  and  that  counsel  to  Committee  be  instructed  to 
issue  new  papers  to  bring  Mr.  Tweed  here  as  a  witness, 
at  the  next  meeting,  and  to  provide  for  his  continuous 
examination  before  the  Committee. 
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Aldennan  Slkvik  moved  that  the  Committee  do  now 
ijoarn.    Adopted 

Whereupou  the  Chairman  announced  that  the  Com- 
littee  stood  adjourned  till  Thursday,  6th,  at  S  p.  m« 


FOURTH  DAY. 


Septrmbkb  6, 1877 — 2:15  p.  m. 

Present — Alderman  Lkwis. 

^        Slkvin. 
"        Cowing. 

Meeting  called  to  order  by  Chairman. 

Minutes  of  last  meeting  directed   to  be  read.     Minutes 

Mr.  Cole — I  see  Mr.  Townsend^  is  now  present.  We 
ill  proceed  with  the  examination  of  the  witness,  Tweed. 
[r.  Tweed  will  yon  rise  and  be  sworn  ? 

(Witness  sworn.) 

Mr.  CoLB — Mr.  Chairman,  I  think,  for  convenience 
.ke,  that  the  witness,  as  well  as  tlie  examining  counsel, 
ight  be  allowed  to  sit. 

Chaulmak — I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

xamination  by  Mr.  Colb  : 

Q.  I  believe  you  are  not  a  native  of  the  State   of  New 
3rk,  Mr.  Tweed  ? 
^ .  I  am,  sir. 
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Q.  When  did  yon  firet  enter  into  public  life  ? 

A.  In  1852, 1  think,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  hold  an  office  in  1852  ? 

A.  I  was  Alderman  in  1852  and  1853. 

Q,  What  other  offices  have  you  ever  held  in  the  City 
and  Conntv  of  New  York  ? 

A.  I  have  been  Supervisor,  Commissioner  of  the  Hoard 
of  Education,  Representative  in  Congress,  and  State 
Senator. 

Q.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  state  during  what 
period  you  held  each  of  these  offices  respectively  ? 

A,  I  was  Alderman  during  the  years  1852  and  1853  ; 
member  of  Congress  from  the  fourth  of  March,  1853,  to 
the  fourth  of  March,  1855 ;  member  of  the  Board  of 
Education  in  1855  and  1856 ;  I  am  not  quite  certain  about 
that,  I  think  it  was  1856,  and  Supervisor  from  1857  to 
1870,  and  Senator  from  1868  to  1871,  inclusive  ;  I  was, 
also,  Deputy  Street  Commissioner  from  1863  to  1870,  and 
Commissioner  of  Public  Works  in  1870  and  1871. 

Q.  You  were  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
from  the  vear  1857  to  1870  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  the  law  then  stood,  what  were  the  duties  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  this  County,  with  reference  to 
financial  matters  ? 

A.  Took  charge  of  all  county  matters  and  raised  the 
tax. 

Q,  Now,  referring  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  during 
the  time  you  were  a  member  of  it,  was  there  any  com- 
bination or  understanding  between  any  of  the  members 
of  that  Board  with  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  affairs 
of  the  Board  7 

A.  There  was. 
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Q.  Was  tliat  combination  for  an  illegal  puriH)8e  ? 

A,  It  was  not. 

Q,  Was  it  in* any  wav  a  politioal  couibinatic»n,  to  fur- 
tlicr  the  ends  of  any  political  party  ? 

^.  In  a  measure  it  was. 

Q.  Will  you  please  state  exactly  what  that  combination 
was  formed  for  ? 

A,  The  original  combination  was  formed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  appointing  Inspectors  of  Elections ;  that  is  the 
lii-st  combination  that  was  formed,  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Will  you  tell  the  Committee  what  was  the  object  of 
that  original  combination  ? 

A.  We  were  very  anxious — the  law  had  been  passed  by 
the  Legislature,  giving  authority  to  the  Board  of  Supervi- 
sors to  appoint  the  Inspectors  of  Elections ;  I  think  that 
must  have  been  in  1859  or  1860 ;  1859,  I  think,  it  was ;  the 
Democrats  then  made  a  combination  with  one  Republican, 
for  him  to  be  away  on  the  day  of  appointment,  and  give  us 
the  appointments ;  and  he  was  away,  and  we  made  the 
appointments. 

Q.  Was  that  arrangement  one  which  contemplated  the 
payment  of  money  to  tlie  person  who  stayed  away  i 

A.  I  understood  so,  though  1  didn't  know. 

Q.  Who  was  the  person  ? 

A.  He  is  dead  now  ;  1  don't  think  it  is  worth  while  to 
tell  his  name ;  1  don't  think  it  will  advance  any  interest  to 
mention  it 

Mr.  Cole— Well,  I  fail  to  see  why,  because  he  is  dead, 
that  qnestiou  should  not  be  answered. 

Wmrass — If  the  Committee  insist  ujwn  it,  I  shall  have 
to  answer  tliat  question,  I  presume,  but  1  prefer  not 

Mr.  Cole — 1  think  he  had  better  answer. 

Wn-NEss — Do  the  Committee  insist  upon  it 
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Mr.  Cole — Yes. 

Witness — His  name  was  Voorhis ;  Peter  P.,  I  think  ;  1 
don't  recollect  his  first  name. 

Q,  He  was  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors? 

A,  He  was. 

Q.  Who  were  the  otlier  members  that  made  tliat 
arrangement  with  him — the  Democratic  membere  ? 

A.  All  the  Democratic  members  at  that  time;  I  don't 
know  their  names,  but  1  will  mention  whom  1  think : 
Walter  Roche  was  one,  I  know  ;  Elijah  R  Pnrdy,  John 
R.  Briggs,  myself,  and,  I  think,  William  C.  Conner,  and 
Isaac  Bell ;  I  won't  be  positive  about  those  last  two ;  it 
was  all  the  Democratic  Super visora ;  the  records  will  show 
them. 

Q,  Do  you  know  who  made  the  arrangement  with 
Voorhis  ? 

.A.  I  think  Mr.  John  R.  Briggs  was  the  gentleman  who 
made  the  arrangement. 

Q.  Was  it  known  to  the  other  membera  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  that  Mr.  Briggs  intended  to  make  such  a 
proposition  to  Mr.  Voorhis  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  to  the  Democrats ;  it  was  to  me,  I  know. 

Q.  You  are  under  the  impression,  you  say,  that  money 
was  paid 

A,  I  am  under  that  impression  ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  anything  more  than  an  impression  as  to 
that  ? 

A,  Only  what  1  heard  at  that  time  from  Mr.  Briggs 
concerning  the  matter. 

Q.  According  to  that  impression,  where  did  the  money 
come  from  that  was  used  ? 

A.  I  think  Isaac  V.  Fowler,  who  was  Postmaster  at 
that  time,  put  it  up. 
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Q.  How  much  did  you  understand  that  to  bo  ? 

A.  Twenty-five  hundred  dollars. 

Q,  Will  you  please  state  to  the  Committee  upon  what 
your  impression  was  based,  that  money  was  used  ? 

A.  Because  Mr.  IBriggs  told  me  so. 

Q.  That  is  all  you  know  about  it  ? 

A.  Tes,  sir ;  I  know  what  he  said  was  to  be  done  was 
done. 

Q.  What  was  the  proposition  that  was  made,  as  you 
understood  it,  to  Yoorhis,  and  what  was  done  under  that 
proposition  ? 

A.  It  required  a  majority  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
present  to  elect  these  Inspectors,  and  Mr.  Voorhis  was  to 
be  away,  and  was  away,  f  I'oin  the  meeting,  when  that  was 
done,  as  I  understood  he  was  to  be. 

Q.  Then,  you  say,  that  was  the  beginning  of  this  com- 
bination ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  the  first  combination  I  know 
iinything  of. 

Q,  Was  there  any  other  combination  in  that  Board  of 
Supervisors,  besides  this  one  7 

A.  From  that  time  out  it  was  all  combination  on  every 
subject,  most,  that  came  up. 

Q.  With  regard,  now,  to  financial  matters,  did  you  know 
of  any  combination  ? 

A.  In  what  regard  ;  as  to  financial  matters  ? 

Q.  In  any  way  in  which  the  City  Treasury  was  ever 
defrauded  out  of  money,  or  money  was  paid  to  the  Super- 
visors, or  any  of  them,  for  any  action  of  the  Board  ? 

A.  We  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  City  Treasury, 

Q,  Well,  the  County  Treasury. 

A.  There  were  combinations  made;  yes,  sir 
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Q.  Who  were  the  meraber&  of  that  financial  combina- 
tion ? 

A,  They  kept  changing  so  I  don't  know  as  I  could  say 
who  they  were. 

Q.  Wlien  was  that  combination  firet  formed  ;  who  first 
formed  it  ? 

A.  Myself,  John  R.  Briggs,  Walter  Roche ;  I  can't  say 
any  further,  for  I  don't  recollect  who  was  in  the  Board  of 
Sui)ervi8or8  at  that  time ;  if  I  had  the  record  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  1  could  tell  yon  just  who  they  were ;  I  can't 
tell  except  by  that ;  give  me  the  records  from  1867  to 
1870,  inclusive,  and  I  can  tell  you. 

Mr.  Cole — Will  the  Committee  please  send  for  the 
record  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  that  time,  and  we 
will  suspend  the  proceedings  until  the  witness  refreshes 
his  memory. 

(Records  produced  ;  witness  examines  them.) 

Q.  Now,  tell  us  as  to  the  firat  formation  of  the  Super- 
visors' Ring. 

A,  That  I  can't  tell ;  I  think  it  was  in  1859,  but  I  am 
not  certain ;  I  can't  tell  when  that  law  was  passed,  and 
that  is  the  only  data  I  can  go  by ;  whenever  that  law  was 
passed  the  combination  commenced;  it  was  the  fall  of  that 
year  when  the  law  was  passed,  authorizing  the  Supervisors 
to  appoint  Inspectors  of  Election  ;  I  think  it  was  passed 
in  the  winter  of  1858  and  1850,  and  then  about  the  time 
we  were  called  upon  to  act ;  I  think  in  the  winter  or  spring 
of  1859,  January,  February,  March,  April,  or  May,  was 
the  first  formation  of  the  Ring. 

Q.  Who  composed  the  Ring  as  firet  formed  ? 

A.  All  the  Democrats,  and  this  gentleman  from  the 
Republican  side ;  but  it  depends  upon  what  year  it  was 
in;  they  changed  every  year;  it  wasn't  in  existence  in 
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1857,  because  1857  was  the  first  vear  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors;  I  think  it  was  in  1859  it  was  first  formed ;  I 
see  that  Mr.  Voorhis  was  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visoi-s  in  1S59,  and  not  in  1860,  and  I  recollect  that 
Voorliis  was  defeated,  or  was  about  to  be  defeated,  for  re- 
election as  Supervisor,  and  that  made  him  more  willing 
to  act  with  the  Democrats  in  that  case. 

Q,  Well,  say  1859 ;  who  composed  this  Ring  in  1859  ? 

A.  According  to  the  record,  Purdy,  Elijah  F.,  John  R 
Briggs,  William  C.  Conner,  Isakc  Bell,  Junior,  and  my- 
self; that  is  the  first  formation  I  ever  knew  of  being 
formed  in  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  for  any  purpose. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  any  meeting  of  these  persons 
who  were  in  this  combination  when  the  matters  of  the 
combination  to  which  you  have  referred,  were  discussed  ? 

A,  I  was  present,  and  I  think  everyone  was  present, 
except  Mr.  Bell  and  Mr.  Voorhis  ;  I  never  met  Mr.  Voorhis 
in  connection  with  this  matter ;  all  I  know  about  Mr. 
Voorhis  was  from  Mr.  Briggs,  but  subsequent  actions  of 
Mr.  Voorhis  were  what  Mr.  Briggs  said  they  would  be, 
and  therefore,  I  presumed  it  was  as  he  told  me. 

Q.  What)  was  the  substance  of  what  was  said  m  any  of 
these  meetings  ? 

A.  There  was  only  one  meeting  held,  m  Mr.  Briggs' 
liouse  in  East  Seventeenth  street ;  we  were  very  anxious 
aboAit  the  appointment  of  the  Inspectors  of  Election,  and 
Mr.  Briggs  said  that  for  a  certain  amount,  he  could  secure 
the  absence  of  one  Republican  Supervisor  from  the  meet- 
ing ;  he  was  authorized  to  go  on  and  do  it,  and  the  money 
would  be  forthcoming;  and  that  Mr.  Isaac  V.  Fowler 
drove  up,  and  stated  that  whatevei  arrangements  were 
made,  he  would  see  carried  out. 

Q,  Mr.  Fowler  was  then  ])06tmastcr  *' 
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A.  Yes,  sir ;  at  that  time  postmaster. 

Q.  What  was  done  iu  pursuance  of  that  ? 

A,  Mr.  Briggs  was  authorized  to  have  Mr.  Voorhis  stay 
away  from  that  meeting ;  the  meeting  was  held  according 
to  statute,  on  a  certain  day — I  forget  what  day,  and  Mr. 
Voorhis  did  stay  away. 

Q,  Now,  with  regard  to  the  money;  did  you  know 
anything  more  than  that  you  have  already  stated  ? 

A.  Nothing  more  than  what  Briggs  told  me,  and  what 
he  said  Fowler  stated. 

Q,  You  don't  know  where  the  money  came  from? 

A.  Nothing  more  than  what  Mr.  Briggs  told  me,  and 
that  Mr.  Briggs  said  he  would  raise  the  money. 

Q.  Well,  now,  passing  that,  and  referring  to  any  com- 
bination, or  any  acts  of  this  Ring,  whereby  the  County 
Treasury 

A.  That  was  the  end  of  that  King,  if  it  was  a  King. 

Q.  By  Ring,  I  mean  a  combination  of  men  to  do  any 
improper  thing ;  now,  was  there  any  other  combination  of 
members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisora  while  you  were  a 
member  of  it  ? 

A.  There  was;  John  R.  Briggs,  Walters,  Roche  and 
myself  always  went  together  for  any  tiling. 

Q.  Did  you  three  agree  to  do  any  acts  whereby  money 
was  improperly  diverted  from  the  Treasury  of  the  County, 
and  received  by  you,  or  any  of  you? 

A.  We  did. 

Q,  Will  you  please  state  how  that  agreement  or  com- 
bination was  formed  ;  how  did  it  originate  ? 

A.  Mr.  Briggs,  Mr.  Roche  and  myself  used  to  meet 
together  nearly  every  day,  at  my  office  in  95  Duane  street ; 
I  had  an  office  there  ;  we  were  all  members  of  the  various 
committees  before  which  bills  were  brought,  and  all  knew 
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the  bills  before  the  diffei-ent  Coinmittecs,  and  wo  agreed 
what  bill  we  would  go  for ;  there  was  hardly  a  time  when 
our  three  votes  wouldn't  carry  most  anything. 

Q.  Did  you  agree  to  pass  bills  which  at  the  time  were 
known  to  you  three  to  be  improper  bills  ? 

A.  We  passed  bills  excessive  in  amount. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  understanding,  you  three,  or  any 
of  you,  to  share  with  the  claimants  against  the  county 
treasury  ? 

A.  In  some  instances  some  of  them  did,  or  were  pre- 
sumed to  have ;  and  in  other  instances  others  did.  In  some 
I  did  myself. 

Q.  Well,  how  were  these  agreements  with  the  claimants 
made  ? 

A.  Generally  for  a  percentage  of  the  bills. 

Q,  Persons  who  had  claims  against  the  county 
would  present  them  to  one  of  you  three,  and  you  would 
agree 

A.  We  would  present  them  to  the  Board,  and  for  a 
percentage  agree  to  pass  them. 

Q,  Did  any  other  member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisora, 
besides  you  three,  know  of  the  existence  of  this  combina- 
tion ? 

A,  Not  during  the  year  1860. 

Q.  This  was  during  the  year  18G0? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  during  that  year,  you  three  were  the  only  ones 
in  the  combination  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  I  know  of.  My  counsel  suggests  that 
you  should  confine  yourself  to  the  different  years  just  now. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  of  the  year  1860.  The  next  year, 
1861,  was  there  a  similar  combination  among  any  of  the 
members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  7 
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A.  Same  corabinatiou  existed  in  the  year  1861. 

Q,  And  composed  of  the  same  three  persons. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  1862,  did  this  combination  still  exist  ? 

A,  In  1862  it  was  the  same;  yes,  sir. 

Q,  Composed  of  the  same  persons  ? 

A,  The  same  persons. 

Q.  And  of  no  one  else  ? 

A.  No  one  else;  I  think  there  was  no  one  else  in 
1862. 

Q,  Please  satisfy  yourself  with  regard  to  that  t 

A.  As  far  as  my  memory  goes,  I  have  sir. 

Q.  In  1863,  did  the  combination  still  exist? 

A.  The  same  in  1863,  I  think,  sir. 

Q.  Composed  of  the  same  persons,  and  of  none  others  ? 

A.  None  others,  so  far  as  I  can  recollect. 

Q,  Well,  now,  concerning  the  year  1864  ? 

A.  Henry  Smith  was  added  to  us  three. 

Q.  The  combination  still  existed? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  with  the  addition  of  Henry  SmitL 

Q.  As  to  1865 ;  the  same  question. 

A.  The  same  combination,  with  the  addition  of  John 
Fox. 

Q.  Henry  Smith  was  still  in  it,  and  you  three,  and  John 
Pox,  making  five? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  to  1866? 

A.  In  1866,  James  Hayes  was  added  to  it 

Q,  Composed  of  the  five  already  mentioned  and  James 
Hayes  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  1867 ;  how  was  it  then  ? 

A.  That  is  all  I  think  there  was  in  1867. 
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Q.  It  existed  in  1867,  and  these  same  six  gentlemen 
composed  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  now,  as  to  1868. 

A.  Same  parties,  I  think.  I  don't  think  there  was  any 
change  in  1868. 

Q.  Same  as  in  1867? 

A.  I  think  so;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Eighteen  sixty-nine  ;  how  was  it  during  that  year  ? 

A.  In  1869,  Andrew  J.  Bleakley  and  Isaac  J.  Oliver 
were  added,  although  they  didn't  know  all  that  was  going 
on.  They  got  some  percentages  out  of  the  money,  but 
they  didn't  know  all  that  was  going  on. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  when  you  say  they  didn't  know 
all  that  was  going  on  ? 

A.  They  didn't  know  what  bills  were  being  passed  and 
what  were  not,  they  only  knew  they  got  their  percentages 
once  in  a  while. 

Q.  Did  they  know  that  any  bills  were  passing  which 
were  not  bona  fide  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  believe  they  could  identify  any  bilU 
of  the  kind  ? 

Q.  How  much  did  they  know,  as  far  as  you  knew  ? 

A.  They  knew  they  voted  with  the  rest  of  us  and  got 
paid  for  it. 

Q.  From  whom  did  they  get  their  pay  ? 

A.  Sometimes  from  myself,  sometimes  from  Henry 
Smith,  and  sometimes  from  the  others. 

Q.  From  some  member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  Henry  Smith  generally  handed  it  to 
them ;  I  sometimes  did  it  myself,  but  generally  Henry 
Smith. 

Q.  And  it  was  understood  by  these  two  men  that  they 
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received  the  money  for  voting  for  bills  which  would  not 
pass  scrntiny  if  they  were  properly  scrutinized  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  about  it — without  knowing  exactly 
what  the  bills  were  ? 

Q.  That  brings  you  to  1870  ? 

A.  The  Board  was  abolished  in  1870. 

Q.  Abolished  by  law  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  as  then  constituted. 

Q.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Tweed,  can  you  at  this  time  state 
any  of  the  bills  or  claims  against  the  county  treasury, 
which  were  fraudulently  passed  ? 

A.  It  is  about  seven  years  since  I  have  had  my  atten- 
tion drawn  to  that  matter,  and  I  can't  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  you  could,  by  having  your  mind 
drawn  to  the  matter  now  and  refreshing  your  memory, 
state  to  the  Committee  any  of  those  claims,  and  what  they 
were? 

A.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  I  can,  but  I  am  not 
positive. 

Mr.  Cole  —I  shall  ask  you,  at  the  next  session  of  this 
Committee,  to  give  the  names  of  claimants,  the  dates  of 
the  transactions,  as  far  as  you  can,  as  to  all  bills  or  claims 
which  were  presented  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  from 
the  year  1861  to  the  year  1870,  inclusive,  which  were 
passed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  corrupt  means. 

Witness — As  I  am  of  my  own  volition  unable  to  obtain 
those  data,  I  shall  have  to  ask  you  to  furnish  me  with 
those  books  then  ? 

Mr.  Cole — Undoubtedly,  sir ;  I  shall  be  happy  to  give 
you  every  facility. 

Mr.  Townsend — May  1  ask  that  a  copy  of  that  question 
be  served  upon  me,  between  now  and  the  next  meeting  of 
this  committee  7 
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Mr.  OoLB — Certainly,  sir;  Mr.  Stenographer,  will  yon 
please  see  that  Mr.  Townsend's  request  is  complied  with } 

Q.  Why  did  the  Board  of  Supervisors  want  to  got  rid 
of  Voorhis  at  this  meeting  to  appoint  Inspectors  of  Elec- 
tion? 

A.  The  board  wore  six  Democrats  and  six  Republicans, 
and  we  required  a  majority  to  appoint  our  inspectors ;  if 
all  the  Republicans  were  present  we  couldn't  do  that, 
because  Yoorhis  would  have  had  to  vote  with  his  own 
party ;  he  wouldn't  have  dared  to  have  voted  any  other 
way ;  if  he  was  away,  they  had  five  Republicans  and  six 
Democrats ;  we  had  a  majority,  and  appointed  our  own 
inspectors. 

Q.  Why  was  it  so  important  that  the  appointment  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Election  should  be  in  the  hands  of  one  polit- 
ical party  rather  than  the  other  ? 

A.  Is  it  necessary  for  me  to  give  my  own  opinion  upon 
that,  Mr.  Counselor  ? 

Q,  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  so ;  what  was  the  motive  that  in- 
duced you  to  form  this  combination  ? 

A.  So  as  the  other  side  shouldn't  cheat  us. 

Q.  What  officers  were  being  voted  for  at  that  election  I 

A.  I  don't  recollect,  sir — 1859  ;  it  was  eighteen  years 
ago ;  I  don't  know  whether  the  county  officers  were  being 
elected  or  not 

Q.  This  was  in  1857,  wasn't  it  ? 

A.  Eighteen  fifty-nine. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  this  combination 
was  made  to  appoint  the  Inspectors  with  a  view  of  con- 
trolling the  elections  ? 

A.  Oh,  no,  sir ;  with  a  view  to  have  justice  done  on  our 
side  of  the  question. 

Q.  Was  it  an  understanding  of  the  Board  of  Siipervi- 
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sors,  or  of  those  in  that  combination,  that  the  inspectors 
so  appointed  should  do  their  duty,  or  bring  in  returns  one 
way  or  the  other  ? 

A,  They  wore  to  be  our  friends ;  to  see  that  our  men 
were  allowed  to  vote,  and  see  that  everything  was  done 
fair,  so  far  as  we  were  concerned. 

Q.  Was  there  any  instruction  given  to  the  Inspectors 
to  manipulate  election  returns? 

A.  I  think  not,  sir ;  as  far  as  I  know,  no  election  re- 
turns were  manipulated  that  yeai*. 

Q,  As  far  as  you  know  ? 

A,  As  far  as  I  know. 

Q,  Mr.  Voorhis,  you  say,  went  out  of  office  that  year  ? 

A.  On  the  let  of  January  next  year,  sir ;  yes,  sir ;  the 
ensuing  year. 

Q,  Was  there,  subsequent  to  his  going  out  of  office, 
any  similar  arrangement  made  with  any  other  Bepublican 
Supervisor  ? 

A.  That  is  the  only  arrangement  I  know  of,  sir,  with 
any  Republican  Supervisor?  The  next  year  the  Legisla- 
ture adopted  or  passed  a  law  which  required  seven  votes, 
instead  of  six  to  appoint,  and  we  couldn't  do  it  the  next 
year ;  then  we  had  to  get  a  vote  positively. 

Q,  Well,  after  that  act  of  the  Legislature,  do  you 
know  of  any  such  means  being  used  to  get  a  vote  or  a 
majority  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir;  I  have  no  recollection  of  it,  sir;  I 
think  the  subsequent  year  they  passed  another  law,  taking 
it  away  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  altogether. 

Q.  This  is  all  you  know  in  this  connection  of 

A.  That  is  all  I  know  in  this  connection  of  this  matter, 
sir. 
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Mr.  Cowing: 

Q.  I  understand,  Mr.  Tweed,  that  Mr.  Voorhis  was  the 
only  Republican  that  the  Supervisors  were  able  to  reach  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  the  only  one  I  can  recollect,  in  connection 
with  the  appointment  of  Inspectors  of  Elections ;  wo  are 
speaking  of  that  one  subject,  I  believe ;  not  of  geneml 
subjects. 

Mr.  Colb: 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  member  of  the  Board  of  Su- 
pervisors, of  either  political  party,  who  were  reached  for 
any  other  pui'pose,  by  the  use  of  money,  except  such  as 
you  have  already  testified  to  ? 

A,  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  other,  sir;  1  don't 
know  of  any  other,  sir ;  I  want  to  say  here,  Mr.  Counselor, 
and  gentlemen  of  the  Committee,  that  this  matter — 
that  I  had  no  idea  of  what  I  was  to  be  examined  upon, 
and  what  I  have  stated  is  my  present  impression  of  the 
facts;  perhaps,  after  looking  over  these  books,  I  may 
want  to  speak  more  elaborately,  and  change  some  things ; 
but  not  much,  however,  and  I  may  desire  these  books  from 
you  on  that  account. 

Mr.  Cole — That  is  my  purpose,  sir. 

Witness — I  want  you  to  understand  that  what  I  say 
now  is  said  without  any  reflection,  and  I  am  giving  just 
what  floats  through  my  mind  after  a  term  of  seven  years, 
where  I  have  been  through  most  everything  but  death, 
and  pretty  near  that,  some  of  it. 

Q.  Passing  for  a  moment  matters  relating  to  the  old 
Board  of  Supervisors,  and  coming  down  further,  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  1870, 1  understand  that  the  old 
Supervisors'  King  was  destroyed  by  the  passage  of  the  act 
of  the  Legislature  abolishing  the  Board  ? 
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-.4.  We  quarreled  among  ourselves,  and  then  abolished 
the  Board,  to  show  them  they  were  not  having  everything 
their  own  way. 

Q.  Who  quarreled  among  themselves? 

A.  Fox,  Hayes,  and  myself. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  your  quarrel  ? 

A.  They  thought  I  had  too  much  power  and  wanted  ta 
take  it  away  from  me,  and  I  wasn't  inclined  to  let  them 
do  it 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  the  exact  nature  of  their  com- 
plaint was — what  power  i 

A,  All  power ;  they  said  I  controlled  everything  in  the 
Board  of  Supervisors,  and  I  had  a  good  deal  to  say  about 
mattere  of  elections ;  at  that  time  the  fight  came  up  which 
is  called  the  Young  Democracy  fight ;  Fox  and  Hayea 
and  some  other  distinguished  gentlemen  were  on  one  side, 
and  myself  and  others  were  opposed  to  them. 

Q,  In  consequence  of  that  quarrel,  I  understand  yon 
to  say,  a  law  was  passed  abolishing  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors? 

A,  Tliat  was  the  reason  ;  yes,  sir. 

^.  Was  tliat  the  reason  that  was  assigned,  during  the 
debates  in  the  Legislature,  at*  the  time  that  that  bill  was 
passed? 

A.  I  rather  think  not,  although  I  am  not  certain. 

Q,  How  did  you  make  that  reason  inforce  itself  upon 
the  legislative  body? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did  make  that  reason  inforce 
itself  upon  the  legislative  body  ;  I  made  the  result  from 
mv  reasoniui^. 

Q,  How  did  you  get  that  bill  passed? 

A.  I  was  chairman  of  the  committee  that  had  that  bill 
in  charge,  and  the  Republicans  were  very  anxious  to  pass 
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that  bill ;  and  I  introduced  a  report  into  the  Legislature, 
and  the  law  was  passed ;  it  was  passed  by  both  houses  on 
the  same  day,  I  believe. 

Q,  Was  there  any  money  used  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  that  was  one  of  the  things  they  were  only 
too  anxious  to  pass — all  of  them — the  Tammany,  and 
Young  Democracy,  and  Republicans;  they  tried  it  in 
the  earlier  part  of  the  session,  but  I  wouldn't  allow  them 
to  do  it;  I  had  the  bill  in  committee  and  held  it. 

Q.  Did  that  old  Supervisors'  King,  or  combination,  as 
we  have  called  it,  lead  to  the  formation  of  the  other  Iting, 
which  is  popularly  called  the  Tweed  Ring  ? 

A.  That  is  a  new  name  for  it — the  Tweed  Ring. 

Q.  I  mean  what  is  popularly  called  the  Tweed  Ring  ? 

A.  It  may  have  been  called  so  in  the  newspapers  in  the 
last  six  months ;  I  think  not,  sir. 

Q.  Then  the  Ring  formed  under  the  Board  of  Audit 
Bill  had  no  connection  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  ? 

A.  None  whatever,  sir. 

Q,  Will  you  please  state  to  the  Committee  how  the 
Ring  which,  for  convenience  sake,  I  will  call  the  Tweed 
Ring,  was  first  formed  ? 

A.  What  you  now  call  the  Tweed  Ring  was  formed 
during  the  administration  of  Mayor  Huffman  ;  during  his 
administration  the  Street  Commissioner,  Mr.  Cornell,  my- 
self, the  Deputy  Street  Commissioner,  and  Mr.  Brennan, 
who  was  then  Comptroller,  used  to  take  our  dinners  every 
day  in  this  building  with  the  keeper  of  the  hall;  we  paid 
him  so  much  a  month  for  it,  and  for  three  or  four  years 
this  was  kept  up  socially,  and  finally  it  formed  itself  into 
a  political  organization  for  politics  entirely. 

Q.  Composed  simply  of  you  tliree  men  ? 

A,  Four  men;   the  Mayor   was   there;   that  was  all 
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politics;  no  money  was  ever  mentioned  fliero;  after  a 
while  Cornell's  term  of  oflBco  expired,  and  he  went 
ont;  Hoffman's  term  expired,  and  he  went  out,  and 
Brennan  went  out ;  I  was  about  the  only  one  left  of  tlie 
original  organization ;  then  there  came  a  new  Mayor ;  I 
forget  who  succeeded  Hoffman — Hall,  wasn't  it  ?  Connolly 
succeeded  Brennan,  and  Mr.  McLean  succeeded  Cornell ; 
we  used  to  meet  every  day  together ;  once  in  a  while  Mr, 
Sweeney  (Peter  B.  Sweeney)  would  come  in  and  dine 
with  us  ;  then  I  was  elected  to  the  State  Senate  ;  I  fouftd 
it  was  impossible  to  do  anything  there  without  paying  for 
it,  and  monej'  had  to  be  raised  for  the  passage  of  bills  up 
there;  that  was  the  way  the  Ring  first  became  organized, 
to  pay  for  bills  to  protect  ourselves  in  the  city ;  I  don't 
know  whether  I  made  myself  underetood  or  not,  but  1 
meant  to  be  understood  that  when  Mr,  Hoffman,  Mr, 
Brennan,  Mr.  Cornell,  and  myself  met  there,  money  was 
never  mentioned  ;  there  was  nothing  but  politics  discusSed  ; 
I  would  like  that  to  be  distinctly  underetood  ;  I  am  afraid 
that  if  I  don't  mention  that  some  one  will  take  it  up,  and 
I  don't  know  but  what  they  will,  even  if  1  do. 

Mr.  Coi.E — Mr.  Chairman,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  certifi- 
cate from  an  eminent  surgeon,  stating  that  Mr.  John  D. 
Townsend's  health  is  not  yet  sufliciently  recovered  to  war- 
rant his  undergoing  the  fatigue  of  a  long  session,  and, 
indeed,  it  is  against  this  advice  that  he  is  present  at  all  to- 
day ;  1  therefore,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  to  him,  suggest 
that  the  Committee  rise,  and  adjourn  until  some  day  that 
may  be  named  by  the  Committee.  I  think,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Tweed  is  about  to  inform  himself  on  some 
very  intricate  matters,  covering  a  number  of  yeare,  I  think 
it  would  be  well  to  adjourn  until  some  day  next  week, 
Tuesday  or  Wednesday,  if  the  Committee  approve. 
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Voices— The  Board  meets  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  Cole— If  the  Board  meets  Wednesday,  on  Tuesday, 
or  any  other  day,  will  do  as  well. 

Adjourned  until  1  p.m.,  Wednesday,  September  12th. 


FIFTH  DAY. 


September  12,  1877—1:20  p.  m. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"  Slevin, 

"  Cowing. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  President,  I  am  ready  to  proceed. 

Mr.  Lewis  —The  meeting  will  please  come  to  order. 
Do  you  desire  to  have  the  testimony  read,  Mr.  Townsend, 
which  was  taken  at  the  last  meeting  ? 

Mr.  Townsend — Yes,  sir ;  I  understand  that  tliere  was 
some  remarks  which  required  to  be  changed  a  little. 

(Testimony  proceeds  to  be  read  by  clerk.) 

Mr.  Townsend — We  might  save  that  time,  sir,  if  you 
would  permit  Mr.  Tweed  to  take  those  minutes  and  cor- 
rect them. 

(Minutes  handed  to  witness  and  corrected.) 

Witness  then  said  "  the  papers  all  had  it  that  I  said  Mr. 
Bell  was  present  at  the  meeting  when  Briggs  said  he  had 
an*anged  to  have  a  Republican  Supervisor  absent  himself; 
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instead  of  that  I  said  that  every  one  was  present  except 
Mr.  Bell  and  Mr.  Voorliis." 

Hxamination  by  Mr.  Cole  (resumed) : 

Mr.  Tweed,  at  the  last  session  of  the  Committee,  I  gave 
you  the  following  warning:  "I  shall  ask  you,  at  the  next 
^  session  of  this  Committee,  to  give  the  names  of  claim 
''  ants,  the  dates  of  the  transactions,  as  far  as  you  can,  as 
*^  to  all  bills  or  claims  which  were  presented  to  the  Board 
**  of  Supervisors  from  the  year  1861  to  the  year  187<\  in- 
*'  elusive,  which  were  passed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
^*  by  corrupt  means."    Have  you — 

Witness — You  recollect,  also,  Mr.  Counselor,  that  you 
promised  at  that  time  to  supply  me  with  the  documents. 
It  is  impossible  for  me  to  get  on  without  them.  I  know 
you  have  endeavored  to  get  them.  These  are  the  pro- 
ceedings instead  of  the  documents,  and  these  documents 
I  need,  and  I  also  have  endeavored  to  get  them,  but  I 
have  been  unsuccessful. 

Q,  Well,  what  books  precisely  do  you  want  ? 

A.  I  want  the  documents  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
for  1868, 1869, 1870,  and  1871. 

Mr.  Cole — The  documents  I  have  not  been  able  to  ob- 
tain in  this  city,  and  1  should  be  extremely  glad  if  anyone 
-could  furnish  us  with  copies. 

WriNESS — I  have  heard,  to-day,  of  a  gentleman  who  is 
supposed  to  have  them. 

Mr.  Cole — I  think  it  would  be  well,  Mr.  Chairman,  to 
ask  the  reporters  to  say  that  the  Committee  would  be  very 
glad  to  get  copies  of  the  printed  documents  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  from  the  year  1861  to  the  year  1871,  inclu- 
sive. They  are  not  in  existence  in  any  of  the  county 
ofiSces. 
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Witness — It  is  impossible,  Mr.  Counselor,  for  me  to  get 
them  ;  I  don't  know  how  I  can  send,  or  how  I  am  to  do  ; 
I  can't  obtain  them  myself ;  once  in  a  while  I  can  get  a 
messenger,  but  it  is  only  once  in  a  while. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  recurring  to  what  wo  have  desig- 
nated as  the  Supervisors'  King,  prior  to  tlie  passage  of  the 
act  of  18Y0,  which  put  those  mattei'S  into  the  hands  of 
the  Board  of  Audit,  who  composed  that  Supervisors' 
Ring  ? 

A.  I  have  got  to  go  back  to  the  records  again. 

Q,  You  have  answered  it  already,  in  your  previous  ex- 
amination ? 

« 

A.  That  is  the  proper  answer. 

Q.  You  have  said  that  William  M.  Tweed,  Roche, 
Henry  Smith,  Andrew  J.  Bleakley,  Isaac  J.  Oliver,  James 
Haves,  and  John  Fox. 

A.  At  various  times ;  not  all  at  one  time. 

Q.  Now,  I  wish  you  would  explain  the  manner — the 
modvs  operandi — in  which  these  fraudulent  claims  were 
presented  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors ;  who  made  the 
arrangements  with  the  claimants,  and  trace  the  whole  pro- 
ceeding from  the  beginning  to  the  end. 

A.  Pretty  nearly  every  pei^son  who  had  business  with 
the  Board  of  Supervisoi*s,  or  furnished  the  county  with 
supplies,  had  a  friend  in  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and 
generally  some  one  member  of  that  Ring ;  and  through 
that  one  member  they  were  talked  to ;  and  the  result  was 
their  bills  were  sent  in  and  passed,  and  the  percentages 
were  paid  on  the  bills,  sometimes  to  one  man,  sometimes 
to  another. 

Q.  Some  one  of  these  men  who  composed  the  Ring  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  some  one  of  tiiese  six  or  seven  men. 

Q,  Would  the  claimant  be  informed  by  the  Supervisor 
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whom  yon  designate  as  his  friend  in  the  Board,  that  he 
must  make  his  bill  larger  than  it  really  was? 

A.  He  must  make  his  bill  so  he  could  afford  to  take 
off  either  fifteen  per  cent  or  whatever  per  cent  had  been 
agreed  upon. 

Q.  And  this  fifteen  per  cent.,  or  whatever  was  agreed 
upon,  was  paid  to  the  Ring? 

A.  To  the  party  who  gave  the  information. 

Q.  Wei),  did  all  of  these  bills  have  any  basis?  ^ 

A.  Up  to  1870  and  1871,  I  guess  they  all  had  good 
basis ;  I  think  they  all  had  good  foundation ;  a  large  por- 
tion of  them  were  proper  bills,  at  least. 

Q,  That  is,  for  some  sum  or  another,  they  were  bona 
fide? 

A,  They  were  probably  bona  jide^  and  for  a  large 
amount ;  very  nearly  the  face,  I  guess. 

Q,  And  the  plan  was  to  add  fifteen  or  more  per  cent 
to  the  face  of  the  bona  fde  bill,  which  was  to  be  divided 
among  the  members  of  the  Ring  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  either  in  quantity  or  price. 

Q.  Either  in  quantity  of  materials  or  work  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  this  understanding  was  made  between  some 
one  or  more  members  of  the  Ring  and  the  claimant  ? 

A.  Originally  it  was  ;  and  finally  it  drifted  mostly  into 
my  hands ;  most  all  of  it 

Q,  Well,  during  that  period,  were  any  bills  allowed  to 
pass  the  Board  of  Supervisors  which  were  entirely  bona 
Jidef 

A.  Oh,  yes ;  a  great  many  of  them  ;  a  great  many. 

Q.  And  you  think  if  you  could  get  hold  of  the  docu- 
ments of  the  Sui)ervisors  for  those  years,  that  you  could 

separate  the  good  bills  from  tlie  fraudulent  ones  ? 
8 
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A.  I  would  know  the  individuals  who  paid  the  per- 
centage, and  I  presume  their  bills  would  be  fraudulent 
from  that  fact ;  1  don't  know  that  I  could  designate  what 
portions  of  those  bills  were  fraudulent  and  what  wore  not, 
for  1  don't  know  that  I  ever  knew ;  the  aggregate,  I  know, 
was  fraudulent,  but  1  don't  know  the  items. 

Q,  You  mean  to  say  you  knew  certain  persons  who 
were  in  the  habit  of  doing  work  and  furnishing  materials 
for  the  county,  were  also  in  the  habit  of  adding  fraudu- 
lently to  the  amount  of  those  bills,  and  you  can  designate 
those  persons,  and  partially,  I  presume,  some  of  those 
bills  ? 

A,  Some  of  the  persons  I  can.  but  as  to  designating 
the  bills,  I  am  not  so  certain. 

Q.  Now,  I  have  been  unable  to  find  those  anywhere, 
although  I  have  made  most  diligent  search  for  those 
documents,  but  I  have  found,  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
JJoard  of  Supervisors  for  those  years,  all  the  bills  which 
were  approved  by  the  Mayor.  Will  you  hand  that  to  the 
witness  ?  Please  examine,  if  you  please,  that  document, 
and  see  whether  or  not  the  data  which  you  desire  are  to  be 
found  there.  It  is  in  scattered  form,  I  know,  but  I  hope 
in  effect  it  can  all  be  found. 

A.  i  can  find  some  names  here  right  off.  This  is  the 
year  1868.  I  find  on  page  557  here,  the  proceedings  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  1868. 

Q,  Will  you  give  the  names? 

A.  George  S.  Miller. 

Q.  What  was  that  bill  ? 

A.  Repairs  to  armories. 

Q,  Give  the  name,  the  bill,  the  date  and  the  amount,  if 
you  please. 

A.  That  is  not  here. 
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Q.  What  is  not  there ! 

A.  The  amount  is  here,  and  not  the  date. 

Q   Well,  the  amount,  then  f 

A.  Four  hundred  and  forty-eight  dollars  and  twenty 
cents.  Keyser  &  Co.,  repairs  to  armories,  $3,778.34 ;  In- 
gersoU,  Watson  &  Co.,  furniture  for  Court-house, 
$40,507.09 ;  Ingersoll,  Watson  &  Co.,  $5,800.00  ;  I  find, 
on  page  578,  Miller  again,  $2,092.86;  Keyser  &  Co., 
$2,895.07 ;  Ingersoll,  Watson  &  Co.,  $5,956.50 ;  the  same, 
$7,814 ;  A.  J.  Garvoy,  $16,200.  On  page  579,  J.  T.  Bar- 
nard &  Son,  $5,053.50,'  for  coal  and  wood.  I  find  on 
page  581,  Garvey,  $18,982.49;  Ingersoll,  Watson  &  Co., 
$7,855.62  ;  again,  $7,460.67.  I  find  a  bill  also  here  of 
Gregg  &  Brothei-8,  $600.63.  I  don't  know  anything 
about  Gregg  &  Brothers ;  we  never  had  any  dealings 
with  Gregg  &  Brothers ;  that  was  probably  one  of  Mr. 
Ingersoll's  bills  ;  that  of  Gregg  &  Brothers ;  Mr.  Inger- 
soll. James  H.  Ingersoll.  He  used  to  use  their  names  in 
his  bills.  The  supposition  is  that  that  was  one  of  Inger- 
eolFs  bills,  although  I  don't  know.  That  is  my  idea  of  it. 
Keyser*  Co.,  $11,528.34;  Charles  Jacobus,  $1,763.34; 
George  S.  Miller,  $3,177.68;  again,  $4,669.03;  again, 
$4,963.54.  I  want  it  distinctly  understood,  Mr.  Counselor, 
that  I  don't  say  that  all  these  bills  were  fraudulent, 
but  I  say  that  what  I  am  naming,  fifteen  per  cent,  came  off 
from,  never  less  than  fifteen. 

Q.  Fraudulent  in  part  ? 

A.  I  believe  them  to  have  been  fraudulent  in  part ;  I 
don't  know  what  these  bills  were ;  they  must  liave  been 
fraudulent  in  that  part,  at  least. 

Q.  They  are  bilk  which  were  all  raised  to  the  extent  of 
fifteen  per  cent,  to  the  membera  of  the  Ring  1 

A.  That  is  the  supposition  I  form,  fi*om  the  reason  that 
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they  gave  the  members  of  the  Ring  fifteen  per  cent  or 
more. 

Q,  You  know  they  received  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  know  as  well  as  I  can  that  they  received 
anything,  so  long  ago.  That  is  the  only  way  I  can  identify 
the  bills.     You  see  it  was  nine  years  ago. 

Q,  Yon  say  that  those  parties,  as  I  understand  you, 
wore  in  the  habit  of  paying  the  members  of  the  Ring  fif- 
teen per  cent,  or  more  upon  all  bills  which  they  pre- 
sented ? 

A.  That  was  the  understanding. 

Q.  You  know  these  parties  were  in  the  habit  of  pay- 
ing this,  and  the  Ring  never  would  allow,  if  they  knew  it^ 
any  bill  upon  which  the  fifteen  per  cent,  had  not  been  paid  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Cowing — Do  I  understand  that  that  fifteen  per  cent, 
was  in  excess  of  the  demands  of  the  claimants,  or  taken 
from  their  legitimate  bills  ? 

A,  I  don't  know;  I  am  unable  to  state  positively  about 
the  legitimate  bills ;  I  only  know  that  the  percentage  waft 
taken  ofF  from  those  bills. 

Mr.  Cowing — Under  instructions  from  the  Board  oi 
Supervisora  to  add  fifteen  per  cent,  more  than  the  legal 
face  of  their  bills? 

A.  Under  instructions  to  present  their  bills  so  that  they 
could  stand  that  percentage  being  taken  oflF.  Those  in- 
structions weren't  given  in  every  individual  case,  but  it 
was  the  general  understanding. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Tweed,  with  regard  to  these  claims,  do 
1  understand  that  the  members  of  the  Ring,  or  some  mem- 
ber of  the  Ring,  had  an  understanding  with  these  claim- 
ants, that  they  should  so  arrange  their  bills,  as  that  the 
Ring  could  have  fifteen  per  cent.  7 
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A,  That  was  about  the  amoant  they  received  ;  that  is 
what  I  desire  to  say. 

Q,  And  this  understanding  was  had  by  the  Ring,  or 
«ome  member  of  the  King,  with  the  persons  who  were 
ikbout  to  present  claims  against  the  city  government,  for 
materials  furnished,  or  for  labor  done  ? 

A.  Not  in  each  individual  case,  but  as  a  general  under- 
6tanding. 

Q.  With  each  individual? 

A.  TVith  each  individual,  but  not  in  each  individual 
<;ase. 

Q.  You  didn't  make  the  arrangements  as  to  each  bill, 
but  with  these  individuals  as  to  any  bill  ? 

A.  As  to  any  bill;  page  612,  Jacobus  again,  $1,447.58  ; 
Keyser  &  Co.,  $9,075.83;  Miller,  $4,281.59;  Garvey, 
$8,029;  Ingcrsoll,  Watson  &  Co.,  $14,915.36;  same, 
^1,161.25.  Page  620,  Ingersoll,  Watson  &  Co.,  $3,023; 
iigain,  $926;  then  here  follow  a  lot  of  small  bills,  two  or 
three  or  four  hundred  dollars,  of  those  same  parties  ;  then 
Ingersoll,  Watson  &  Co.,  $7,828 ;  then  follows  a  lot  of 
bills  on  page  613,  not  amounting  to  much,  of  the  same 
parties  again. 

Mr.  Lewis — Mr.  Tweed,  it  is  suggested  by  members  of 
the  Committee,  that  under  the  present  aspect  of  this  case, 
it  will  not  be  necessary  for  you  to  name  the  same  parties 
more  than  once.  You  will  go  over  it,  if  you  please,  and 
«very  time  you  come  to  a  name  you  have  not  yet  named, 
jou  will  give  that ;  but  you  need  not  repeat  names  over 
and  over  again. 

Mr.  Cowing — I  understand  you  have  taken  all  these 
parties  whose  bills  were  fraudulent  1 

A.  The  understanding  was,  these  bills  were  to  take  fif- 
teen per  cent.  ofiF,  to  go  to  the  Ring,  as  you  call  it. 
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Q.  In  every  one  of  these  cases  yon  liave  mentioned  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  don't  specifically  recollect  every  case; 
no  human  man  could  do  it. 

Mr.  Cowing — But  it  was  the  rule? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  was  the  rule. 

Mr.  Cole — You  can  go  ahead  and  state  them  seriatim^ 

Witness — Page  631,  John  T.  Barnard  &  Sons,  fuel^ 
$5,025.50;  same  firm,  $1,002.  Page  632,  IngeraoU,  Wat- 
son &  Co.,  furniture,  $4,934;.46;  and  again,  the  same, 
$4,109.63;  Keyser  &  Co.,  $5,429.49;  page  639,  E.  V, 
Hanghwout  &  Co.,  $74,966.91 ;  J.  B.  &  W.  W.  Cornell^ 
$76,805.39  ;  John  H.  Keyser  &  Co.,  $31,242.06  ;  Andrew 
J.  Garvey,  $33,582 ;  now,  here  is  a  concern  I  guess  I 
won't  mention ;  I  will  leave  it ;  I  think  they  paid  fifteen 
per  cent,  but  I  am  not  sure ;  I  will  submit  it  to  the  coun- 
sel ;  I  will  mention  this  with  the  reservation  that  I  am 
not  positive  at  the  present  time. 

Q.  Well,  you  may  mention  it ;  go  on. 

A.  Eastchester  Quarry  Co.,  $60,609.50. 

Q.  Who  composed  the  Eastchester  Quarry  Co.  ? 

A.  A  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Masterson  was  Presi- 
dent, and  did  all  the  work  ;  he  resides  at  Eastchester. 

Q.  What  is  his  first  name  i 

A.  That  I  have  forgotten ;  it  will  probably  come  up  in 
some  of  these  books  again,  and  I  will  see  it ;  lugersoU,. 
.Watson  &  Ca,  furniture,  $59,531.27;  again,  $16,872.06; 
Barnard  &  Sons,  for  coal  and  wood,  $3,003  ;  there  are  some 
of  these  that,  after  looking  over  the  list,  I  think  paid  the 
percentage  agreed  upon,  generally  fifteen  per  cent,  but  1 
am  not  certain;  I  won't  mention  them  without  being 
morally  certain  of  the  fact.  On  page  643,  Ingersoll, 
Watson  &  Co.,  $9,439.43;  Keyser  &  Co.,  $2,738.87. 
J'ixge  044,  Ingersoll,  Watson  &  Co.,  furniture,  $8,364; 
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same,  $3,267.19 ;  Garvey,  repairs — ^well,  tliey  are  small 
bills,  let  them  stand ;  Kejser  &  Co.,  repairs,  $2,747.29 ; 
again,  Ingersoll  &  Co.,  $8,673.28.  Pago  645,  IngersoU  & 
Co.,  $9,277.64.  Page  686,  Garvey,  $15,934.73.  Page  687, 
Garvey,  $11,499.99;  when  I  say  Garvey,  I  mean  A.J. 
Garvey.  On  page  687,  Ingersoll  &  Co.,  f  ornitnre,  $4,608.35 ; 
f  omitore,  again,  $42,240.32  ;  Ingersoll  &  Co.,  $2,891.62 ; 
again,  $4,608.35.  Page  709,  Ingersoll  &  Co.,  again, 
$23,508.18.  Page  712,  same,  $39,«00 ;  Garvey,  $12,009.82 ; 
Miller,  George  S.,  $19,489.70.  I  think  I  have  exhansted 
that  book  (another  volume  handed  witness).  This  is  the 
same  year. 

Mr.  Cole — Bat  the  other  half  of  the  year ;  it  is  pub- 
lished every  half-year. 

WrrNKss— Page  617,  Garvey,  $37,537.21  ;  same,  $17,- 
877.90 ;  Ingersoll  &  Co.,  $129,013.02  ;  again,  $28,464.50 ; 
George  S.  Miller,  $10,440.31 ;  Gregg  &  Co.,  $22,463.30 ; 
Keyser  &  Co.,  $15,684.84.  When  I  say  Gregg  &  Co.,  the 
same  remark  applies  as  before;  I  think  it  was  James 
H.  IngersolFs  bill,  not  Mr.  Gregg's ;  I  think  I  have  seen 
it  somewhere  that  he  has  sworn  that  all  of  those  bills 
were  his  own  ;  I  mention  this  because  I  see  Gregg  &  Co. 
have  been  exonerated  by  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution 
in  these  eases ;  what  I  say  concerning  that  I  don't  know 
of  my  own  knowledge,  and  I  don't  want  to  say  anything 
against  any  man  in  this  matter;  but  I  believe  that  to 
be  the  fact,  and  so,  when  I  mention  Gregg  &  Co.,  I  mean 
that  to  be  understood  as  James  H.  Ingersoll. 

Q.  You  mean  to  say  that  wherever  Gregg's  name  ap- 
pears, in  your  judgment,  it  meant  James  II.  Ingersoll? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  Jacobus — small  bills  ;  Rowe  &  Co., 
stationery,  $62,907 ;  again,  $10,010 ;  J.  0.  Seymour  & 
Co.,  stationery,  $71,351 ;  again,  $10,008. 
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Q.  Is  Seymour  the  real  name ! 

jA.  It  was  the  real  name  at  that  time,  but  Seymour  has 
since  gone  out  of  the  firm  ;  it  has  since  become  Kcnnard 
&  Hay ;  it  was  afterward  changed.  Page  624,  IngersoU 
&  Co.,  $97,610.57.  Page  642,  Ingersoll  $2,988.76 ;  again, 
$45,098.28  ;  Keyser  &  Co.,  $9,877.65 ;  again,  $11,597.94; 
George  S.  Miller,  $26,100;  A.  J.  Garvey,  $32,871.06. 
Page  708,  J.  O.  Seymour,  Kennard  &  Hay,  $14,908.16. 
Page  745,  George  S.  Miller,  $40,325.94;  Ingersoll  & 
Co.,  $104,660.77.  Page  750,  T.  W.  Eowe  &  Co.,  $12,- 
667.75;  again,  $12,812.50;  J.  O.  Seymour,  Kennard  & 
Hay,  $13,332.95  ;  again,  $12,787.45.  Page  751,  Ingersoll 
&  Co.,  40,873. 17.  Page  752,  Garvey,  $13,298.01.  Page  796, 
T.  W.  Eowe  &  Co.,  $12,265.80;  again,  $12,706.25  ;  J.  0. 
Seymour,  Kennard  &  Hay,  $12,503.10 ;  again — small  one; 
never  mind.    Page  798,  Edward  Jones,  $43,343.83.    Page 

801,  Garvey,  repairs,  $25,892.35 ;  IngeraoU  &  Co.,  furni- 
ture, $90,681.70 ;  Keyser  &  Co.,  repairs,  $9,383.80.    Page 

802,  Keyser  &  Co.,  repairs,  $26,829.97 ;  Ingersoll  &  Co., 
furniture,  $38,906.71 ;  A.  J.  Garvey,  repaii-s,  $38,953.06 ; 
George  S.  Miller,  the  same,  $15,415.45.  Volume  1, 
1869,  page  429,  Ingersoll  &  Co.,  furniture,  $55,791.56 ; 
J.  A.  Smith,  $15,786.40;  that,  I  think  represents  James 
H.  Ingersoll;  A.  J.  Garvey,  repairs,  $41,810.28;  Gregg 
&  Co.,  $19,233.17;  Keyser  &  Co.,  $54,397.60;  George 
S.  Miller,  $27,937.51.  Page  442,  Rowe  &  Co.,  stationery, 
$10,351.50;  again — that  is  very  small;  William  C.  Rog- 
ere  &  Co.,  stationery,  $25,826.96 ;  J.  O.  Seymour,  Ken- 
nard &  Hay,  $9,456.55 ;  again,  $9,893.63. 

Q.  Mr.  Tweed,  who  composed  the  firm  of  William  C. 
Rogers  &  Co.  ? 

A.  1  don't  know  that  I  could  say;  I  think  Edwin 
Jones  was  that  company. 
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Q.  Was  it  William  0.  Kogers  and  Edward  Jones  i 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Was  J.  Jarvis  Jones  a  member  of  that  firm  ?  • 

A.  I  don't  think  he  was  a  member  of  the  firm  of 
Kogers  &  Co. ;  he  was  a  member  of  the  original  firm  of 
E.  D.  Jones  <&  Oompany,  but  I  don't  think  he  followed 
him ;  there  was  another  gentleman,  whose  name  I  can't 
remember,  who  was  a  partner  of  Jones  &  Co.,  but  Kogers 
&  Ca,  I  understood  were  only  Rogers  &  Jones ;  they  were 
the  only  two,  I  understood,  and  that  I  don't  know,  except 
inferentially.  Page  433,  E.  V.  Haughwout  &  Co.,  for  gas 
fixtures  for  the  court-house,  $36,142.68 ;  J.  B.  &  W.  W. 
Cornell,  $05,599.18. 

Q.  Those  are  the  iron  men  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir;  Eastcheater  Quarry  Company,  stone, 
$67,961.75.  Page  492,  second  volume,  George  S.  Miller, 
$93,848.40 ;  again,  $18,639.76  ;  lugersoll  &  Co.,  $80,000 ; 
again,  $48,654.52 ;  A.  G.  Miller,  who  was  also  James  H. 
Ingersoll,  $47,459.56 ;  Keyser  &  Co.,  $17,614;  Philip  F. 
Donnarumma,  who  was  A.  J.  Garvey,  $59,795.85. 

Q.  Please  indicate  each  time,  by  a  word  or  two,  what 
it  is  for. 

A.  That  is  for  repairs ;  it  doesn't  say  here,  but  I  know  ; 
Donnarumma  was  Garvoy ;  A.  J.  Garvey  himself,  $39,- 
706.16 ;  Keyser  &  Co.,  repairs,  $34,474.90  ;  again,  repairs, 
$79,280.55 ;  William  C.  Rogers  cfe  Co.,  stationery,  $47,- 
280.15;  Garvey,  repairs,  $153,855.50;  lugersoll  &  Co., 
$18,823.14.  Page  494,  Keyser  &  Co.,  plumbing,  $17,614  ; 
Donnarumma,  $59,795.85  ;  that  is  the  same  amount  as  the 
other;  Ingersoll  &  Co.,  $48,654.52;  A.  G.  Miller,  who 
was  James  H.  Ingersoll,  $47,454.07 ;  A.  J.  Garvey,  $39,- 
706.16.  Page  592,  Ingersoll  &  Co.,  furniture,  $28,608.68 ; 
A.  G.  Miller,  who  was  also  Ingersoll,  $22,612.10 ;  A.  J. 


43 


Garvey,  plastering,  etc.,  $30,975 ;  Eeyser  &  Oo.,  $12,395 ; 
George  S.  Miller,  $25,948.38 ;  again,  $8,147.88.  (Witness 
examines  proceedings  of  1870.)  Nothing  more  in  these ; 
I  will  want  to  refer  to  that  book  again,  Mr.  Counselor,  at 
some  time  pretty  soon. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Chairman,  tliat  exhausts  the  printed 
documents  that  we  have  1 

A.  All  the  larger  ones ;  there  are  small  bills  of  the 
same  parties  through  there,  that  I  didn't  mention. 

Q.  The  rest  of  it,  down 

A.  From  1860  to  1868  ;  I  don't  pretend,  Mr.  Counselor, 
that  I  am  thorough  in  that,  but  I  took  them  as  I  saw  them 
in  the  books ;  I  think  I  am  correct  in  everything  except 
some  small  amounts ;  wherever  those  names  are  found  in 
the  book,  yon  can  rest  assured  that  a  percentage  came 
off. 

Q.  Who  made  those  arrangements  with  regard  to  the 
percentage,  with  these  parties  ? 

A.  Will  you  give  the  names  of  these  parties  ?  I  made 
it  with  IngersoU,  Watson  &  Co. 

Q.  Who  made  the  arrangement  with  A.  J.  Qarvey  ? 

A.  I  think  I  made  that ;  I  know  I  did. 

Q.  With  Keyser  &  Co.  ? 

A.  I  made  that  also. 

Q.  0.  D.  Boiler  ? 

A.  lie  was  Ingersoll,  and  I  made  the  arrangement  with 
IngersoU;  there  are  two  Ingersolls — Ingersoll  &  Co.,  and 
James  H.  Ingersoll|  I  made  the  arrangement  with  James 
H.  Ingersoll. 

Q.  Who  made  the  arrangement  with  George  S.  Miller  ? 

A.  That  was  done  through  Ingersoll. 

Q.  And  who  made  it  with  William  C.  Bogers  &  Co.  ? 

A.  That  floated  along;  that  was  a  kind  of  natural 
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sequence ;  I  can't  tell  who  made  the  arrangement ;  I  got 
the  money  generally  from  him. 

Q,  With  r^ard  to  these  persons  you  say  you  made  the 
arrangements  with,  will  you  state  what  w*as  the  nature 
of  that  arrangement  ?  What  did  you  say  to  them,  and 
what  did  they  say  to  you  ? 

A.  They  was  to  prepare  their  bills  and  send  them  in^ 
and  we  passed  them  ;  and  when  the  money  was  received 
they  were  to  pay  the  15  per  cent,  to  me. 

Q.  Was  the  understanding  to  the  effect  that  they  should 
send  in  their  bill  for  a  larger  amount  than  the  proper 
one! 

A.  The  understanding  was  that  they  should  cover  the 
fifteen  per  cent  in  addition  to  the  regular  bill.  They 
should  make  the  bill  able  to  stand  fifteen  per  cent,  off, 
which  was  about  twenty  per  cent,  added  to  the  regular 
bill. 

Q.  The  understanding  was  that  they  should  add  about 
twenty  per  cent  to  their  legitimate  bill,  in  order  that  the 
fifteen  per  cent,  might  be  taken  off  and  paid  to  the  Ring, 
as  was  done  in  all  these  cases? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  with  regard  to  J.  B.  &  W.  W.  Cornell,  the 
iron  men  ? 

A.  I  had  something  to  do  with  that,  but  most  of  that 
was  done  by  the  man  who  was  Superintendent  of  the 
Court-house  at  that  time.  I  have  talked  to  one  of  the 
brothers  in  the  firm. 

Q.  Which  one? 

A.  I  can't  tell  him  by  name. 

Q.  Can  you  indicate,  by  describing  him,  as  between 
the  two  ? 

A.  He  was  a  gentleman  that  was  always  laughing,  and 
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was  always  around  the  Court-house ;  appeared  to  be  doing 
the  work  there. 

Q.  Did  you  make  this  kind  of  an  arrangement  with 
him? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  the  same  exactly  as  the  others;  but  after 
a  while  that  floated  out  of  my  hands,  as  did  most  of  this 
part  of  the  work,  and  floated  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Tucker 
— Cummings  H.  Tucker — superintending  the  construction 
of  the  Court-house  ;  and  during  the  last  year  or  two  Mr. 
Tauker  used  to  receive  the  percentage  from  Cornell  and 
pay  it  to  me,  or  to  Mr.  Smith,  which  was  the  same 
thing. 

Q.  You  say  Cnmmings  H.  Tucker  was  superintending 
the  construction  of  the  Court-house  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  it  floated  into  his 
hands  ? 

A.  I  had  so  much  to  do,  and  so  many  things  to  do,  that 
I  couldn't  attend  to  it ;  he  had  charge  of  everything  there, 
and  we  had  to  do  something  through  him  ;  we  knew  what 
the  bills  were,  and  wcreu^t  afraid  of  being  cheated  at 
all. 

Q.  That  was  before  the  appointment  of  the  County 
Court-house  Commissionera  ? 

A.  That  was  while  the  Board  of  Supervisors  had  the 
construction  of  the  Cour^house  in  their  hands. 

Q.  What  did  Cummings  H.  Tucker  do  with  regard  to 
this  matter  7    Did  he  collect  the  percentages  ? 

A,  He  approved  the  bills,  presented  them  to  the  Board, 
and,  after  the  lapse  of  a  few  days,  he  handed  the  perce  it- 
age  to  me,  or  to  Mr.  Henry  Smith ;  generally  to  mys  l- , 
however. 

Q,  How  were  the  percentages  collected  with  regard  to 
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these  other  claimants,  apart  from  those  that  yon  have 
stated  Mr.  Tucker  had  charge  of  and  collected  f 

A.  They  were  either  handed  to  me,  or  to  the  Super- 
visor who  had  the  matter  in  charge. 

Q.  By  whom  was  the  percentage  handed  to  yon  ? 

A,  By  the  claimants  tliemselves,  in  case  Mr. 

Q.  How  was  this  percentage  divided  among  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Hing  ? 

A.  Two-and-a-half  per  cent,  each,  or  whatever  amounted 
to  one-sixth. 

Q.  The  one  who  received  it  would  divide  with  the 
others  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  would  divide  it  either  that  day  or  the 
next  day,  one-sixth  to  each. 

Q,  These  payments  were  made  in  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  or  checks ;  sometimes  they  would  run 
along  for  a  dozen  bills,  or  twenty  bills,  and  then  one  per- 
centage would  be  paid  to  them. 

Mr.  Cowing — You  say  they  were  paid  in  money  or 
checks ;  are  any  of  the  checks,  by  which  these  payments 
were  made,  in  existence? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Ilave  you  any  of  them  ? 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Are  any  of  those  checks  indorsed  by  any  of  these 
parties  by  which  they  can  be  identified  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  some  of  those  checks  are  indorsed  by  the 
parties ;  but  there  is  a  better  way  of  identifying  them  : 
they  are  made  payable  to  bearer,  and,  when  presented  at 
the  bank,  the  teller  of  the  bank  put  upon  the  back  of  the 
checks  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  he  paid  them  ; 
that  was  the  best  evidence ;  I  presume  it  was  the  teller. 

Q,  And,  in  some  instances,  the  names  of  these  parties 
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wei'e  the  names  of  the  claimants  who  made  this  division 
with  the  Ring  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  in  a  great  number  of  cases ;  the  Super- 
visors, not  the  claimants. 

Mr.  TowNsicND — lie  is  speaking  of  the  percentages  paid 
on  these  checks. 

Mr.  Cole — Now,  the  Coimty  Court-honse — the  construc- 
tion of  the  County  Court-house  was,  during  the  existence 
of  the  Ring,  under  the  charge  of  the  Supervisors  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  originally  it  was,  and  then  went  into  the 
hands  of  a  commission,  and  then  into  the  Supervisors' 
hands  again,  and  then  to  the  Commissioners  again. 

Q.  Can  you  trace  the  dates  of  those  several  changes  ? 
Can  you  now  remember  during  what  periods  the  Super- 
visors had  charge,  and  what  periods  the  Commissioners? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  can't  tell  the  years ;  the  Supervisors  had 
charge  of  the  original  construction  of  the  building,  and 
at  the  termination  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors ;  these 
two  last  years  I  think — the  first  and  last. 

Q.  Work  upon  the  Cour^hou8e,  and  materials  furnished 
for  the  construction  of  the  Court-house — were  claims  for 
those  fraudulent  in  part  ? 

A*  Yes,  sir ;  the  same  as  the  others. 

Q.  Some  of  them  were  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  a  great  many  of  them;  all  of  Mr. 
Cornell's,  and  the  Eastchester  Quarry  Company,  at 
least. 

Q.  Who  else  besides  those  ? 

A.  Some  of  Garvey's  bills  were. 

Q.  And  were  Barnard's  ? 

A.  Some  of  them,  for  coal  furnished. 

Q.  And  didn't  Briggs  do  something  in  that  line  ? 

A.  Briggs  supplied — he  was  to  supply— one-half  of  the 
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marble — I  think  he  did  ;  about  one-half ;  John  R.  Briggs ; 
that  is  tlie  claim  we  were  connected  with. 

Q.  He  supplied  some  of  the  marble  7 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  were  all  the  bills  presented  by  these  persons, 
and  this  corporation,  that  yon  have  named,  increased  in 
the  amounts,  in  order  to  pay  the  percentage  to  the  Hing? 

A.  That  was  the  understanding;  Mr  Briggs'  were  not ; 
Briggs  paid  no  percentage. 

Q.  Was  his  accounts  all  straight  ? 

A,  As  far  as  I  know ;  1  know  only  of  the  cases  where 
I  received  something ;  I  can't  tell  about  the  other  bills, 
because  I  never  examined  them. 

Q,  The  Ring,  as  far  as  you  know,  did  not  receive  from 
him,  and  did  from  all  the  others  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  with  this  reservation  as  to  the  Eastchester 
QaaiTy  Company ;  I  am  as  certain  as  I  can  be  about  it, 
but  not  morally  certain. 

Q,  I  would  be  glad  if  you  would  refresh  your  memory 
with  regard  to  that,  so  as  to  be  positive  at  the  next  meet- 
ing, if  you  can. 

A.  I  think  I  can  do  that,  sir ;  that  was  my  idea  in  want- 
ing the  books  during  the  week,  that  I  might  bring  up  the 
suiTOunding  circumstances. 

Q.  I  regret  exceedingly  that  you  have  not  got  the  books. 
Well,  now,  as  to  all  these  bills  that  you  have  testified  con- 
cerning, you  say  that  there  was  more  or  less  basis  for  them  ? 

A.  I  think  in  every  one  of  these  bills  there  was  a  large 
basis  for  every  thing ;  my  idea  was,  at  the  time,  that 
the  bills  supplied  pretty  nearly  the  amount  called  for. 

Q.  Well,  now,  during  this  time,  did  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  have  charge  of  the  fixing  and  payment  of 
salaries  for  County  Officers  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  fixed  the  salaries  of  County  Officers,  and  pro- 
vided for  their  payment  ? 

A.  Some  of  them ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  percentage  levied  apon  the  salaries 
of  County  Officers  during  that  time  ? 

A,  I  think  not ;  they  were  mostly  political  friends,  and 
we  didn't  tax  them. 

Q.  Were  there  any  sums  of  money  paid  in  bulk,  or  in 
any  way,  for  making  the  salaries  of  county  officers  large  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q,  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  salaries  of  the 
clerks  of  the  District  Courts,  in  1864,  having  been  raised, 
and  then  set  back  again  and  then  re-raised  7 

A.  I  have  an  indistinct  recollection  of  it,  but  I  have  no 
positive  knowledge  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  money  was  paid  for  that 
change  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  there  was. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  know  of  any  money  having  been  paid, 
in  any  way,  in  connection  with  the  fixing  or  raising  of 
the  salaries  of  any  officers  of  the  county  ? 

A.  1  have  no  recollection  of  it;  I  don't  think  it 
occurred. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  having  been  paid  to 
the  Supervisors,  or  any  member  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors, during  this  time,  as  consideration  for  the  appoint- 
tiient  of  any  county  officers? 

A.  We  had  no  power  to  appoint  that  I  recollect  of. 

Q,  Well,  then,  were  there  no  county  officers  whose 
appointment  depended  upon  you  ? 

A.  We  appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy 

Q.  What  vacancy  was  that  i 
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A.  The  vacancy  of  Kecorder ;  and,  also,  once  of  Sar- 
rogate ;  it  was  occasioned  by  tlie  death  of  the  SurrogatCi 
Mr.  West,  and  the  other  was  occasioned  by  the  resignation 
of  Mr.  HofiFman,  who  was  elected  Mayor,  I  think. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  appoint  in  place  of  Mr.  West  ? 

A.  Gideon  J.  Tucker. 

Q.  Was  there  any  money  paid  for  that  ? 

A.  Not  a  dollar ;  I  am  satisfied  of  that ;  Tucker  was 
my  personal  friend,  and  I  was  very  anxious  to  havo  him 
appointed ;  the  other  was  the  Becorder,  to  fill  the 
vacancy  occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Hoffman. 

Q.  Who  was  appointed  in  his  stead  ? 

A.  John  K.  Hackett,  or  John  T.  Hackctt — I  forget 
exactly. 

Q.  Was  there  any  money  paid  for  that? 

A.  I  am  positive  there  was  not;  I  think  that  appoint- 
ment was  made  to  please  Mayor  Hall,  who  was  very  anx- 
ious he  should  have  it ;  I  am  confident  no  money  could 
be  paid  without  my  knowing  it,  and  I  am  confident  none 
was  paid ;  it  might  have  been  paid  through  third  parties, 
but  1  saw  nothing  of  it ;  I  think  Mr.  John  E.  Develin 
was  then  Corporation  Counsel,  and  Mr.  Hall  was  District 
Attorney,  and  they  were  very  anxious  to  havo  him 
appointed,  and  we  were  anxious  to  have  the  good  will  of 
both  those  parties,  and  we  appointed  him. 

Q.  As  to  the  Sheriff's  bills— who  was  Sheriff  then? 

A.  Mr.  Lynch  was  Sheriff  part  of  the  time ;  Mr.  Kelly, 
I  think,  first  ;  then  Mr.  Lynch ;  then  Mr.  Kelly  again ; 
then  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  then  Mr.  Brennan. 

Q.  Did  the  Supervisors,  during  the  existence  of  the 
Ring,  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Sheriff's  bills  ? 

A.  1  understood  they  had ;  I  had  nothing,  myself,  to 

do  with  them. 
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Q.  Well,  was  it  their  duty  to  pass  thorn  ? 

A.  Oh,  yes,  sir ;  we  passed  all  the  bills  ;  they  conldrt't 
receive  a  dollar  without  we  did. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  any  money  being  paid  to  any 
member  of  the  Ring,  in  connection  with  any  ShorifPs 
bills,  with  any  of  these  Sheriffs  ? 

A.  There  was  nothing  during  the  time  of  Mr.  Kelly 
or  Mr.  Lynch  or  Mr.  Brennan ;  during  the  connection  of 
Mr.  O'Brien  I  did ;  Mr.  Hayes  was  a  warm  personal 
friend  of  Mr.  O'Brien. 

Q,  You  mean  Supervisor  Hayes  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  at  various  times  he  brought  me  a  per- 
centage out  of  the  bills,  saying  it  was  part  of  what  he 
received  from  Mr.  O'Brien ;  but  that  stopped  after  the 
first  year. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  O'Brien 
yourself  on  that  subject  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  All  you  know  about  it  is  what  Hayes  told  you  ? 

A.  What  Hayes  told  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  bills  presented  by  any  of 
those  sheriffs  were  fraudulent  and  excessive  in  amount  ? 

A.  The  bills  of  Mr.  O'Brien  were  very  much  in  excess 
of  any  we  paid  prior  to  that  time. 

Q.  Were  all  of  those  sheriff's  bills  paid  ?  take  them  in 
order ;  were  all  of  them  paid  ? 

A.  I  don't  know ;  we  passed  everything,  but  I  don't 
know  whether  they  were  paid;  I  don't  know  whether 
Mr.  Kelly's  or  Mr.  Lynch's  bills  were  paid ;  I  believe 
Mr.  Bronnan's  were  not ;  I  saw  an  account  of  a  suit  he 
had  against  the  city ;  Mr.  O'Brien's  I  know  were  not ; 
he  had  a  bill  of  some  $350,000  against  the  city,  after  the 
Supervisors'  Board  was  abolished. 
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Mr.  Cole — Tliere  is  a  suit  now  pending ;  Joseph  A. 
Ifonheimer  against  the  Mayor  ? 

A,  Those  were  the  same  bills,  I  think,  sir. 

Mr.  Cols — The  basis  of  this  is  a  claim  of  $285,585.41, 
i^ith  interest  from  the  30th  of  April,  1874,  based  upim 
the  claims  of  James  O'Brien  as  Sheriff,  which  is  alleged 
to  have  been  assigned  by  him  to  Joseph  A.  Monheimer. 

Wffness — When  was  that  assignment  dated? 

Mr.  Cole — I  don't  know ;  it  was  before  the  commence- 
ment of  this  action. 

Witness — Before  May,  1876  ? 

Mr.  CoLB — Yes,  sir. 

TVrrNESs — Well,  there  was  that  bill,  and  also  another  of 
seventy-five  thousand  dollars  which  Mr.  O'Brien  had,  and 
which  Mr.  Connolly  paid  him  during  the  month  of  June 

or  July,  1871 ;  this  bill,  I  presume 1  bought  one-half 

of  that  bill  from  Mr.  O'Brien  in  1872,  and  paid  him  for 
it;  I  paid  him  $150,000  for  one-half  of  that  claim ;  that 
was  the  only  claim  I  believe  he  ever  at  that  time  had 
against  the  city.  He  had  another  claim  of  $75,000  which 
I  got  Connolly  to  pay  him. 

Q.  What  was  your  motive  in  prevailing  with  Connolly 
to  pay  that  $75,000  ? 

A.  I  wanted  to  stop  his  tongue ;  he  was  running  around 
talking. 

Q.  Did  Connolly  pay  that  claim  in  full  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Connolly  paid  that  in  full? 

Q.  Did  Mr.  O'Brien  approach  you  with  solicitations  to 
get  Connolly  to  pay  that  $75,000 1* 

A.  He  did  ;  Mr.  O'Brien  wasn't  against  me  at  that  time. 
I  was  with  him,  had  been  his  friend  in  every  way,  and  he 
professed  to  be  very  friendly  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Monheimer  f 
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A.  Very  well. 

Q.  JiiBt  state,  now,  wlien  yon  pnrchased  that  half  of 
O'Brien's  claim  and  all  the  circnmstances  attending  it  ? 

A.  Along  in  the  fall  of  1871,  when  we  were  perae- 
cnted  and  driven  from  pillar  to  post,  Mr.  Bixby — I  believe 
now  Senator — called  on  Mr.  William  O.  Bartlett,  who  was 
then  one  of  my  counsel — as  Mr.  Bartlett  told  me — and 
desired  that  I  should  buy  that  claim  of  O'Brien,  which  was 
the  only  claim  he  had  at  that  time,  and  I  declined  having 
anything  to  do  with  it ;  told  Mr.  Bartlett  I  wouldn't  have 
anything  to  do  with  it ;  shortly  afterwards  Mr.  William 
E.  King,  who  was  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Public  Works^ 
under  me  at  that  time,  called  on  me  and  stated  that  O'Brien, 
wanted  me  to  buy  the  whole  or  half  of  that  claim,  even 
if  the  money  never  came  back  to  me. 

Q.  What  reason  did  he  give  for  you  to  buy  it  ? 

A.  I  asked  him  what  reason  Mr.  O'Brien  had  given 
him  ;  he  said  O'Brien  told  him  that  Mr.  Tilden,  who  was 
then  prosecuting  a  great  many  people,  wanted  to  be  a 
candidate  for  Assembly  in  his  (O'Brien's)  district ;  the 
nomination  depended  entirely  upon  him  and  the  election 
also;  Mr.  Tildon  had  been  of  great  service  to  the  prosecu- 
tion, and  had  been  the  party  who  had  firat  developed  the 
Ring  frauds ;  that  he  would  get  Mr.  Tilden  to  let  up  on 
me,  and  also  could  influence  Mr.  Barrett,  who  was  then 
the  counsel  of  the  Committee  of  Seventy,  to  let  up — Mr. 
George  Barrett,  who  is  now  judge.  I  hung  off  from  that 
and  told  King  I  wouldn't  have  anything  to  do  with  it ;  it 
was  too  much  money  to  put  out  that  way,  and  I  didn't 
want  to  buy  it,  and  didn't  unt  to  put  so  many  eggs  in 
such  a  basket;  that  went  on  for  some  days  or  a  couple  of 
weeks ;  finally  Mr.  King  wanted  to  know  if  I  would  see 
Mr.  Bixbyj  Mr.  Frank  Bixby,  now   Senator;    I  told  him 


53 


fio,  I  didn't  want  to  see  him  at  all ;  in  a  day  or  two  Mr. 
Dewey,  the  tlien  clerk  in  the  Department  of  Public  Works, 
asked  me  the  same  question ;  I  said  no,  I  didn't  want  to  ; 
Mr.  Dewey  had  confidential  relations  with  me  at  that 
time;  the  thing  hung  along  that  way  for  some  more 
days  again,  and  finally  Dewey  and  King  persuaded  me 
to  meet  Mr.  Bixby ;  I  met  him  by  appointment  in 
the  Metropolitan  Hotel ;  I  had  a  room  prepared  for  Bixby 
and  for  myself  ;  I  think  Mr.  King  told  me  where  1  conld 
find  Bixby,  and  took  me  there  and  introduced  me  to 
Mr.  Bixby  ;  I  think  that  was  the  first  lever  spoke  to  the 
gentleman  ;  the  matter  was  discussed  and  arranged  and 
Mr.  Bixby  told  me  what  Mr.  King  had  told  me,  what  Mr. 
O'Brien  would  do  if  I  purchased  his  claim,  and  I  finally 
consented  to  do  it ;  I  gave  him  twenty  thousand  dollars 
in  money  and  the  balance  in  good  mortgages,  which,  I 
under6tand,have  since  been  paid  ;  mortgages  on  a  piece 
of  property  opposite  to  Fernando  Wood's  house ;  the 
mortgage  was  $128,000  and  interest,  and  the  mortgage 
has  since  been  paid,  I  understand  ;  it  amounted  to  over 
$150,000  altogether ;  the  assignment  of  those  mortgages 
which  I  was  going  to  give  in  part  payment,  was  given 
to  Mr.  Dewey  or  Mr.  King,  and  a  check,  I  think  was  given 
to  Mr.  Dewey  or  Mr.  King  for  the  balance  ;  who  informed 
me  that  he  called  at  Mr.  Bixby's  office,  and  there  paid  the 
money  to  Mr.  Bixby,  and  that  Mr.  Monheimer  was  present. 
That  deed  of  one-half  of  that  claim  of  the  value  of 
$150,000,  was  assigned  in  blank,  and  witnessed  by  Mr. 
Monheimer ;  when  my  troubles  commenced  I  put  that 
deed  away  with  other  papers. 

Q.  You  mean  the  assignment  ? 

A.  I  mean  the  assignment  for  the  money  from  O'Brien 
was  put  away  with  other  papers ;  when  Mr.  O'Brien  was 
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in  the  Senate,  lie  had  a  resohition  passed  referring  the 
matter  to  a  committee — referring  his  claims  to  a  com- 
mittee ;  about  the  time  that  committee  was  to  meet  I  told 
Mr.  Dewey  to  take  that  claim  and  hand  it  to  Mr.  Ruf  U8> 
F.  Andrews,  and  see  if  there  were  any  assignments  ahead 
of  it  in  the  Comptroller's  office,  and,  if  not,  to  insert  a 
name,  and  file  it  in  the  office ;  he  said  he  thought  that 
was  an  unwise  proceeding  at  that  time;  he  said,  ^'  Just  let 
O'Brien  go  on  and  get  his  award,  and  before  the  money  i& 
paid  we  can  present  our  claim  ;  "  Mr.  O'Brien,  1  think^ 
never  took  advantage  of  it,  but  while  that  paper  was  in  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Andrews,  and  at  his  suggestion,  Mr.  Dewey's^ 
name  was  inserted  in  it — S.  Foster  Dewey ;  the  money  wa& 
to  be  mine — was  to  come  to  me,  but  nothing  ever  came  of 
it ;  when  I  commenced  negotiations  in  the  matter  1  told 
Mr.  Dewey  that  it  must  be  assigned  to  me,  and  he 
assigned  it  back  to  me,  and  it  is  now  in  my  possession — 
the  original  assignment  and  Mr.  Dewey's  assignment 
to  me. 

Q.  The  assignment  from  Mr.  O'Brien  to  Mr.  Dewey , 
and  Dewey's  assignment  to  you,  are  in  your  possession, 
you  say  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  made  in  blank;  then  Mr.  Dewey'» 
name  was  put  in. 

Q.  Have  you  got  those  assignments  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  produce  them  1 

A.  I  can. 

Q,  Have  you  them  with  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't  carry  such  things  around  with  me, 

Q,  I  shall  call  for  these  at  the  next  meeting. 

A.  Well,  what  will  be  the  result  of  my  handing  them 
to  yon  ;  I  suppose  they  will  be  handed  back  to  me } 
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Mr.  CoLB — Oh,  certainl}',  sir ;  I  can  assure  yon  of  that ; 
the  object  I  have  in  view  is  this :  Monheimer  is  suing  the 
city  for  these  very  claims,  to  the  amount  of  some  $300,000, 
as  SherifiPs  fees  assigned  to  him  by  O'Brien,  and  if  it  can 
be  proved  that  he  assigned  half  of  this  claim  to  yon,  it 
cannot  of  course  be  recovered  by  Monheimer  in  his  suit, 
and  is  equivalent  to  so  much  money  in  the  treasury. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  thought  the  other  half  was  sold  to  Richard 
B.  Connolly ;  Mr.  Monheimer  was  present  when  Mr.  Dewey 
paid  the  money  to  Mr.  Bixby  and  O'Brien,  and  he  wit- 
nessed the  assignment  of  that  claim  in  the  amount  of 
$150,000. 

Q.  And  Monheimer  is  the  witness  to  that  assignment — * 
the  same  Monheimer  who  is  now  suing  upon  these  claims, 
as  the  assignee  of  the  same  O'Brien  ? 

A.  It  is  the  same  name,  and  I  suppose  the  same  party. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  other  half  of  this 
claim  was  assigned 

A.  To  Richard  B.  Connolly — I  have  been  told  so. 

Q.  Who  told  you  so  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that ;  about  the  time  I  understood 
Mr.  O'Brien  had  made  an  assignment  to  another  party  ; 
and  that  Connolly  had  got  one-half  of  the  claim.  I  tried  to 
find  out  about  it,  and  to  get  information,  and  could  never 
discover,  but  I  firmly  believe  he  did.  I  know  Connolly 
was  negotiating  with  him  at  the  same  time. 

Q>  How  did  you  know  that  ? 

A>  Mr.  Bixby  told  me  they  were  trying  to  sell  one 
half  to  Connolly — the  other  half  of  these  claims. 

Q*  That  the  other  half  of  these  claims  they  were  trying 
to  sell  to  Connolly  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  and  that  was  one  of  the  inducements  of 
buying,  because  if  he  bought  half,  I  would  have  got  my 
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money  back ;  Connolly  would  have  paid  himself  and  me 
at  the  same  time. 

Q.  Was  it  Mr.  Bixby  who  represented  to  you  that  if 
yon  would  buy  this  claim  and  give  this  money  to  him,  for 
O'Brien,  that  Mr.  Tilden  would  let  up  on  yon  ? 

A.  If  I  would  buy  one-half  of  Mr.  O'Brien's  claim  for 
$150,000,  they  would  do  so  and  so. 

Q.  They  would  do  what? 

A.  That  they  would  get  Mr.  Tilden  to  let  up,  and  use 
their  influence  with  Mr.  George  Barrett ;  they  said  they 
had  him  under  their  control. 

Q.  You  paid  the  money  t 

A.  I  paid  the  money. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Tilden  let  up  on  you  ? 

A.  It  don't  look  as  though  he  did  ;  that  is  only  one  of 
the  times  I  have  been  fooled,  however ;  it  don't  make 
much  matter ;   it  is  only  only  one  of  the  many  times. 

Q.  About  Judge  Barrett — who  represented  he  would  let 
up  on  you  ? 

A.  The  same  man  ;  he  wasn't  judge  then ;  he  was  coun- 
sel to  the  Committee  of  Seventy,  which  was  a  more  impor- 
tant position  than  that  of  any  judge  on  the  bench  at  diat 
time  ;  it  was  worse  than  the  Council  of  Ten  in  the  days  of 
Venice,  you  know. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Barrett  let  up  on  you? 

A.  I  think  not ;  he  always  decided  against  me  on  every- 
thing that  came  up  before  him  ;  it  was  too  late  then  to 
remedy  what  I  had  done  ;  I  had  carried  out  my  part  of 
the  programme. 

Mr.  Cowing — I  would  like  to  ask  you  one  question. 
Alluding  to  your  last  examination,  after  having  stated  that 
Mr.  Yoorhis  was  paid  $2,500  to  stay  away,  this  question 
was  put  to  you :   ^'  What  was  the  motive  that  induced  yon 
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to  form  this  combination  f "  Ton  answer,  apon  yonr  oath : 
^'So  that  the  other  side  shouldn't  cheat  us."  Do  you 
now  still  adhere  to  that  answer? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  it  occur  to  you  at  that  time,  that  the  six  super- 
visors who  were  paying  $2,500,  or  who  were  cognizant  of 
$2,500  being  paid — that  they  possibly  might  not  be  safe 
parties  to  select  inspectors  of  election  1 

A.  Oh,  no ;  I  don't  think  men  are  governed  in  those 
matters  by  correct  ideas  of  what  should  be  between  man 
and  man  ;  I  have  never  known  a  party  man  that  wouldn't 
take  advantage  of  such  a  circumstance. 

Q.  Do  you  now  recollect  any  instance,  in  active  political 
life,  when  the  other  side,  as  you  call  them,  took  any 
advantage  of  the  kind  7 

A.  I  don't  know,  sir,  that  we  gave  them  any  chance ; 
we  always  had  our  men  there,  and  had  them  drilled. 

Q.  You  didn't  think  at  that  time  that  possibly  these 
inspectors  of  election  who  should  be  selected  by  the  six, 
might  be  susceptible  of  taking  percentages? 

A.  I  didn't  think  anything  of  it ;  we  didn't  know  but 
what  they  might  take  one  of  our  men  that  way,  and  we 
didn't  propose  to  have  it  fixed  that  way. 

Alderman  Lkwis — It  is  moved  that  this  meeting  be 
adjourned  uutil  11  ▲.  ic  next  Saturday,  16th  lust 
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SIXTH  DAY. 


11:30  A.  M.,  Sbftbmbeb  15, 1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis. 

"         Slevin. 
"         Cowing. 

Meeting  called  to  order  by  Chairman. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Tweed,  at  the  close,  or  near  the  close, 
of  the  proceedings  at  the  last  session  of  the  Committee,  I 
asked  you  to  bring  with  you  to-day  the  assignments  of  the 
O'Brien  claim  against  the  county,  of  which  you  then 
testified.     Have  you  done  so  ? 

A.  I  have,  sir ;  with  the  same  explanation  I  made  at 
our  last  meeting,  that  the  assignment  was  made  in  blank, 
and  afterwards  filled  up  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Dewey. 

Mr.  Cole — I  suggest  that  the  clerk  be  requested  to  read 
that,  that  the  stenographers  may  get  it 

Witness — In  connection  with  that,  I  would  say  to  the 
committee  that  I  have  also  the  assignment  Mr.  Dewey 
made  to  me.    That  will  probably  form  part  of  that. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — And  I  will  say  tliat  Mr.  Tweed  is 
ready,  at  any  time,  if  you  will  prepare  the  proper  papers, 
to  make  the  assignment  to  the  county. 

Mr.  Cole — That  is  what  I  meant  when  I  made  the 
remark,  at  the  last  session,  that  it  was  so  much  money  in 
the  city  treasury. 
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(Assignment  read,  as  follows :) 

'^Know  all  Mbn  bt  these  Presents,  That  I,  JameB 
O'Brien,  of  the  City  of  New  York,  of  the  first  part,  for 
and  in  consideration  of  one  dollar  to  me  in  hand  paid  by 
S.  Foster  Dewey,  of  the  second  part,  the  receipt  whereof 
is  hereby  acknowledged,  have  sold,  assigned,  transferred^ 
and  set  over  unto  the  said  party  of  the  second  part,  not 
less  than  one-half  of  aily  and  all  claims,  demands,  debts, 
and  snms  of  money  due  and  owing  to  me  by  the  city  and 
county  of  New  York,  it  being  understood  and  agreed  that 
the  amount  hereby  assigned  is  not  less  than  $150,000  of 
said  claim  against  said  city  and  county,  to  have  and  to  hold 
the  same  unto  the  said  party  of  the  second  part,  his  heir» 
and  assigns,  with  full  authority  to  the  party  of  the  second 
part  to  take  all  lawful  ways  and  means  for  the  recovery  of 
the  amount  hereby  assigned  to  him,  and  in  case  of  pay- 
ment of  the  amount  so  assigned,  to  discharge  the  same  b& 
fully  as  I  might  or  could  do  if  these  presents  were  not 
made. 

'^Witness  my  hand  and    seal  this  20th  day  oi 
October,  1871. 

'^  James  O'Bbien. 

**  In  presence  of 

Jos.  A.  Monheimfr'* 

WrrNESS — In  connection  with  that,  if  the  Committee  will 
allow  me  to  speak,  I  would  say  that  I  have  been  informed 
by  one  of  the  parties  who  was  present  when  the  money 
and  mortgages  were  delivered  to  Mr.  Bixby  in  his  office 
— I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Foster  Dewey,  Mr.  William  K 
King,  Joseph  A.  Monheimer,  and  a  brother-in-law  of  Mr, 
Bixby's,  who  was  clerk  for  Mr.  Bixby  at  that  time,  in  his 
office  at  Warren  street,  at  which  place  this  transfer  took 
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place,  can  testify  as  to  the  genainencss  of  the  signature 
and  the  transaction  ;  and  I  think  I  am  on  the  way  of  find- 
ing where  the  other  half  has  been  assigned  to.  I  have  re- 
ceived notice  from  a  gentleman  who  can  be  brought  here, 
if  his  presence  is  required,  that  I  can  get  that  infoi*ma- 
tion,  if  I  desire  it,  and  if  I  get  the  information,  the  Com- 
mittee sliall  be  furnished  with  it. 

Mr.  CoLB— This  paper  is  a  formal  assignment  by  S. 
Foster  Dewey  unto  William  M.  Tweed,  of  all  his  right, 
title,  and  interest  in  the  one  half  of,  and  all  claims,  de- 
mands, debts,  and  sums  of  money  due  and  owing  to  James 
0'13rien  by  the  City  and  County  of  New  York,  which 
claims,  demands,  debts,  and  sums  of  money  were  assigned 
to  him  under  the  written  assignment  of  James  O'Brien, 
duly  sealed,  and  witnessed  by  Joseph  A.  Mouheimer,  on 
the  twentieth  day  of  October,  1871 ;  it  being  understood 
that  said  assignment  was  made  to  him  by  said  O'Brien,  in 
order  that  Mr.  William  M.  Tweed's  name  should  not  ap- 
pear in  the  paper ;  but  that  he  was  the  real  party  to  whom 
said  assignment  was  made ;  the  rest  of  the  paper  is  for- 
mal— printed  form  of  assignment—and  it  is  sealed  and  de- 
livered, and  witnessed  by  John  D.  Townsend. 

Mr.  Townsend — Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  noticed  in  the 
papei*s  that  Mr.  O'Brien  has  denied  that  he  ever  made  this 
assignment,  and  it  is  very  possible  that  6uch  may  be  the 
case;  it  may  be  that  it  is  a  forgery  entirely,  and  certainly 
we  do  not  want  to  do  any  person  any  injury.  I  propose, 
before  handing  this  to  you,  to  hand  this  to  some  paper 
which  will  present  it  in  its  own  form  for  the  press ;  the 
Orwphicj  or  some  other  paper,  is  in  the  habit  of  doing 
that  If  it  is  a  forgery,  it  onght  to  be  understood  to  be 
one;  if  it  is  not,  that  should  abo  be  understood. 
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Witness — I  have  various  papers  signed  by  Mr.  O'Brien, 
whicli  almost  verifies,  in  fact,  that  that  is  his  signature ;  I 
am  prepared,  by  numbers  of  witnesses,  to  prove  his  hand- 
writing, and  I  have  never  heard  it  doubted  that  that  was 
his  signature,  until  a  few  days  ago. 

Mr.  Cowmo — You  have  seen  him  write  frequently,  Mr. 
Tweed? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  seen  him  write  his  name? 

A.  I  have  seen  him  write  his  name,  and  believe  that  to 
be  his  name  on  the  papers;  it  has  never  been  called  in 
question,  to  my  knowledge,  until  within  the  last  week. 

Mr.  CoLK — It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  may 
put  this  matter  at  rest,  right  now  and  here.  I  suppose 
there  must  be,  within  the  sound  of  my  voice,  some  who 
are  familiar  with  the  handwriting  of  Sheriff  O'Brien,  and 
have  seen  him  write  over  and  over  again.  If  you  will  in- 
dicate some  of  his  old  deputies,  or  some  one  who  knows 
his  handwriting,  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  call  him. 

WrrNESs — I  have  got  some  very  expensive  signatures  of 
his,  that  I  can  produce,  which  may  be  compared  with  that 
one.    (Witness  produces  cancelled  checks.) 

Q.  Mr.  Tweed,  where  did  you  get  this  paper  (the  first 
assignment)  from  1 

A.  That  paper  was  handed  to  me  by  Mr.  Dewey,  at  the 
same  day  it  was  dated,  or  the  day  after ;  shall  I  go  on  and 
state  the  history  of  it  ? 

Q.  I  believe  you  have  stated  it  on  your  former  exami- 
nation ? 

A.  That  was  placed  among  my  papers,  and  filed  away. 
After  Mr.  O'Brien  was  elected  Senator,  a  bill  was  intro- 
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diiced  in  the  Assembly  and  the  Senate,  and  was  passed 
by  the  Legislature,  referring  this  matter  to  a  committee. 
About  the  time  that  committee  was  to  meet — it  was  fixed 
by  statute  when  it  should  meet — I  took  this  paper  out 
and  handed  it  to  Mr.  Dewey,  and  told  him  he  had  better 
employ  counsel  to  collect  it,  and  suggested  Mr.  Eufns  F. 
Andrews.  He  took  it,  and  then  I  never  saw  it  after  that 
until  it  came  to  my  possession  at  the  date  I  tried  to  make 
my  arrangements  with  the  Attorney  General.  I  tried  to 
get  in  everything  I  possessed,  and  what  I  could  claim  in 
any  form,  manner  and  shape,  and  I  retained  it  in  my 
own  possession.  It  was  opened  in  the  presence  of  Mr. 
Townsend. 

Q,  You  say  that  the  consideration- money  for  this 
assignment  was  paid  to  James  O'Brien  partly  in  money, 
and 

A.  The  party  who  made  the  deal  tells  me  in  this  com- 
munication I  have  just  read  to  you,  that  he  paid  it  to  Mr. 
Bixby,  at  Bixby's  office  in  Warren  street,  in  the  presence 
of  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Monheimer,  and  a  young  man  who 
was  brother-in-law  to  Mr.  Bixby,  and  was  the  clerk  in  Mr. 
Bixby's  office. 

Q.  How  did  you  pay,  or  how  was  paid,  the  considera- 
tion-money for  that  assignment  ? 

A.  I  paid  $20,000  in  cash,  by  a  check ;  $128,000,  with 
some  accrued  interest,  on  bonds  and  mortgages,  on  prop- 
erty lying  directly  opposite  Fernando  Wood's  house,  on 
the  Bloomingdale  road. 

Q.  To  whose  order  was  the  check  drawn  ? 

A.  The  check  was  drawn  to  blank,  I  think,  but  I  am 
not  sure ;  I  can't  determine  now,  because  my  stub-book 
has  been  unfortunately  destroyed,  and  I  can't  tell  posi- 
tively. 
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Q.  To  whom  were  the  mortgages  conveyed  ? 

A.  1  think  they  were  assigned  in  blank  at  that  time, 
but  the  dates  of  the  mortgages— they  bore  date  the  same 
date  as  this  assignment,  and  the  Register's  office  probably 
will  show  the  assignments  of  mortgages  of  mine  of  that 
date.  They  are  on  various  parcels  of  property,  but  all  situ- 
ated in  that  block. 

Q.  And  you  delivered  those  mortgages  in  blank,  to 
whom? 

A.  To  Mr.  William  E.  King,  in  the  presence  of  Mr. 
Dewey. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  the  blank  in  those  mortgage? 
was  tilled  subsequently  ? 

A.  I  am  not  able  to  tell  of  my  own  knowledge ;  I  will 
state  all  1  know  about  it  is  only  from  the  party  who  trans- 
acted the  business,  and  tells  me  this,  and  would  tell  it 
here,  if  he  was  here.  (Witness  reads  memoranda.)  ^*  The 
"  mortgages  that  were  given  in  payment  of  one-half  of  the 
"  claim  were  delivered  to  Mr.  F.  M.  Bixby  by  Mr.  William 
"E.  King,  in  the  presence  of  S.  F.  Dewey,  and  Mr. 
**Monheimer,  at  Mr.  Bixby's  office  in  Warren  street, 
**  and  the  assignment  there  delivered  in  blank  for  the  one- 
"  half  interest,  and  afterwards  filled  in  to  S.  F.  Dewey,  and 
^*  by  him  reassigned  in  blank,  and  delivered  to  W.  M. 
"  Tweed.  The  mortgages  were  placed  by  Mr.  F.  M.  Bixby 
^  in  the  hands  of  his  brother-in-law,  a  clerk  in  his  Warren 
"street  office."  Maybe  his  brother-in-law  wasn't  there  ;  I 
may  have  stated  in  the  first  part  of  my  testimony  that  he 
was  there.  "They  were  paid  oflF  to  him  in  full,  or 
^'  assigned  on  sale  to  other  parties ;  I  think  some  of  them 
**  were  paid  to  Benjamin  Wood  and  John  Morrissey  by 
-<<  O'Brien,  in  payment  of  his  indebtedness  to  them." 
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Mr.  TowN8ENi>— That  is  a  commnnication  from  you  to 
Mr.  Dewey  ? 

Ai  Yes,  sir ;  where  I  have  stated  his  brother-in-law  was 
present  at  the  delivery,  I  may  be  mistaken,  because  it 
comes  from  this,  and  I  have  read  all  that  says. 

Q.  Mr.  Cole — Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  look  at  this  paper. 
Are  you  familiar  with  the  hand  writing  of  James 
O'Brien  ? 

A.  1  am,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  write  his  name  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  him  write  his  name  a  thousand  times — 
a  number  of  times. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  his  sipjnature  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  do.  The  thing  has  never  been  ques- 
tioned until  within  the  last  week. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  it  well  to  put  this  be- 
yond  all  dispute.  Will  you  call  upon  some  gentlemen 
who  have  no  interest  at  all  in  this  matter,  who  are  famil- 
iar with  SherifP  O'Brien's  hand-writing  t 

Mr.  Tweed — I  would  suggest  Joel  Stevens,  who  was 
deputy  under  him. 

Patbiok  H.  MAGmRB,  being  sworn,  testifies  as  follows : 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Maguire,  are  you  familiar  with  the 
handwriting  of  James  O'Brien,  formerly  SherifiE  of  the 
county  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  him  write  it  over  thirty  or  forty  times. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  that  signature  (presenting  assign- 
ment), and  tell  me  whether  or  not,  in  your  opinion,  it  is 
his  signature  ? 
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A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  it  is  his  signature. 

Mr.  Ck>LB — It  wonld  be  well  to  identify  the  paper  some 
way. 

Mr.  TwEXD— Yes,  sir ;  that  is  the  assignment. 

(Assignment  marked  £xhibit  A,  of  September  15,. 
1877.) 

JoKL  O.  Stevens,  being  sworn,  testifies  as  follows : 

Mr.  CoLB — Mr.  Stevens,  are  you  familiar  with  tlie  hand- 
writing of  James  O'Brien,  who  was  formerly  sheriff  of 
this  county  ? 

A.  I  am,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  him  write  often  ? 

A.  I  have,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  his  deputy,  were  you  not? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  was  his  under-sheriff. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  the  signature  to  this  paper,  which 
is  marked  Exhibit  A,  and  state  whether  or  not  that  is  the 
signature  of  James  O'Brien  7 

A.  That  is  his  signature,  sir. 

Mr.  Cole — That  is  all,  sir. 

Mr.  Cole — Now,  with  regard  to  what  is  known  as  "  gen- 
eral supplies,"  Mr,  Tweed,  was  it  a  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
sapervisors  to  furnish  general  supplies  for  the  different 
departments? 

A.  For  the  county  departments  it  was,  sir. 

Q,  What  departments  were  those  1 

A.  The  Sheriff's  office.  County  Clerk's  office,  the  vari- 
ous branches  of  the  judic^'ary  in  the  city,  the  Kegister's 
office,  the  Surrogate's  office,  all  that  was  known  as  the 
county  offices. 
5 
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Q,  What  was  the  nature  of  these  supplies  ? 

A.  Everything  they  required ;  pens,  ink,  stationeiy,  all 
kinds  of  fuel — furniture 

Q.  Everything? 

A.  Everything;  everytliing  that  they  required  for  their 
use. 

Q.  Did  the  item  of  supplies  form  a  very  considerable 
part  of  the  expenditures  which  the  supervisors  author- 
ized? 

A.  It  was  a  large  part,  sir. 

Q.  Who  were  they  purchased  from,  as  a  rule,  in  those 
days  ? 

A.  Generally  from  those  firms  that  were  mentioned  in 
the  last  statement  I  read  the  other  day.  Fi*om  1860  to 
1870  of  those  books  were  to  be  furnished  me  to-day,  are 
they  here? 

A.  They  are  here ;  yes,  sir.  Well,  generally,  can  you  re- 
member the  names  of  most  of  the  firms  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  Jones  &  Co.,  Kennard  &  Hay,  Seymour 
&  Company,  Barnard,  Keyser — Keyser  was  generally  for 
stoves  and  matters  of  that  kind — Ingei*soll,  furniture ; 
Ingersoll,  Watson  &  Co.  at  one  time,  and  Ingersoll  & 
Company  afterwards. 

Q,  All  these  items  form  part  of  the  items  concerning 
which  you  testified  at  the  last  meeting  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Tweed,  do  you  know  anything  about  the  passage 
of  the  Charter  of  1870  in  the  Legislature  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  Legislature  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  You  were  a  Senator,  were  you  not  ? 

A.  I  wits^  sir. 
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Q.  Well,  now,  I  would  like  for  you  to  state  the  origin 
of  that  charter,  as  far  as  you  know — who  prepared  it,  and 
how  it  was  passed — by  what  means  ? 

A.  It  is  a  long  history. 

Q.  Well,  condense  it.    Who  prepared  it  ? 

A.  It  was  prepared  partially  by  Mr.  Hall,  Mr.  Peter  B. 
Sweeney,  Mr.  Cornelius  Corson,  Mr.  Alexander  Frear ;  I 
had  a  little  to  do  with  it ;  Mr.  Ilitchman  had  something  to 
do  with  it ;  most  all  the  prominent  people  connected  with 
the  Tammany  organization  had  something  to  do  with  it, 
either  by  direct  or  indirect  action,  or  by  suggestion. 

Q.  Well,  was  that  Charter  passed  through  the  Legisla- 
ture fairly,  or  was  money  used  to  procure  its  passage  ? 

A.  Money  was  used. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  members  of  the  Legisla- 
ture were  bribed  to  vote  for  it  ? 

A,  I  mean  to  say  that  I  paid  for  it;  in  the  Assembly 
they  were  paid  to  vote  for  it ;  in  the  upper  House,  the 
Senate,  they  were  paid  to  control  the  Hepublican  caucus, 
80  that  wo  should  be  sure  of  having  the  vote,  not  only 
of  those  who  were  paid  for  it,  but  of  some  who  were  not 

Q.  Do  you  know  pereonally  of  any  member  of  the 
House,  the  Assembly,  being  paid  for  his  vote  on  that  Char- 
ter? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  do,  of  the  Assembly. 

Q.  Do  you  know  pei-sonally  of  any  member  of  the 
Senate  ever  having  been  paid  for  his  vote  in  that  regard  i 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Was  it  by  this  charter  that  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors ceased  to  exist  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  that  was  a  special  law,  as  my  memory  serves 
ma 

Q.  It  was  in  the  tax  levy,  wasn't  it ! 
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A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  a  special  law,  I  think,  abrogatin;^  the 
Board  of  Sapbrvisors,  bnt  I  am  so  utterly  unable  to  obtain 
books  to  bring  back  my  recollection,  that  I  am  at  the 
mercy  of  my  memory,  which,  as  a  matter  of  course,  through 
what  I  have  been,  is  pretty  nearly  correct,  but  perhaps  may 
not  be  altogether  so,  and  these  things  happened  so  long  ago 
that  I  may  be  mistaken,  but  I  don't  tliink  I  am.  And  just 
here  I  want  to  make  a  correction.  At  the  last  meeting  of 
the  committee  I  stated  that  I  thought  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors had  appointed  as  Surrogate,  in  the  place  of  Mr. 
West,  who  died,  Gideon  J.  Tucker.  I  have  since  had  a 
communication,  by  which  I  am  informed,  and  I  know 
from  my  own  memory  now,  that  after  tlie  death  of  Mr. 
West  no  person  was  appointed,  but  the  Presiding  Justice 
of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  who  was  Mr.  Charles  P. 
Daly,  according  to  the  statute,  acted  as  Surrogate  up  to 
December;  at  the  November  election  Mr.  Gideon  J. 
Tucker  was  elected,  and  on  the  certificate  of  the  Board 
of  County  Canvassers  took  his  seat  in  December  of  that 
year ;  therefore  the  only  appointment  of  a  county  ofiicer, 
that  I  know  of,  made  by  the  Board  of  Supervisoi-s,  was 
that  of  Eecorder,  and  that,  I  think,  was  in  March, 
18C6. 

Q.  That  was  in  1870,  that  the  act  was  passed,  whereby 
the  old  Board  of  Supervisoi-s  ceased  to  exist;  and  then 
what  was  done  ? 

A.  Then  the  powers  were  placed  in  the  bands  of  what 
was  called  an  Auditing  Committee. 

Mr.  Lewis — All  the  power  that  had  theretofore  been 
exercised  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors? 

A,  The  power  to  audit  the  bills ;  I  can't  recollect  the 
exact  powers  ;  first  the  charter  was  passed,  then  the  abro- 
gation of  the  Board  of  Supervisoi^s,  and  then  the  tax-levy. 
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if  my  memory  is  correct,  and  I  think  in  the  tax-levy  wat 
this  Board  of  Audit 

Q,  Well,  now,  who  composed  the  Board  of  Audit  f 

A.  I  think,  if  you  have  the  Session  Laws  of  1870, 1  will 
read  exactly  what  it  was.  (Laws  produced  ;  examined  by 
witness.)  It  is  chapter  382,  section  4,  county  tax-levy  for  that 
year :  "All  liabilities  against  the  County  of  Now  York,  in- 
^  curred  previous  to  the  passage  of  this  act,  shall  bo  audited 
"  by  the  Mayor,  Comptroller,  and  present  Pj-esident  of  the 
-**  Board  of  Snpervisora."    Tliat  last  was  myself. 

Q.  Who  was  the  Mayor  ? 

A.  A.  Oakey  Hall. 

Q.  Who  was  the  Comptroller  ? 

A.  llichard  B.  Connolly. 

Q.  And  you  were 

A.  I  was  the  then  present  President  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

Q.  Who  prepared  those  clauses  in  the  tax-levies  of  1870, 
which  gave  the  control  to  you  three  men  ? 

A.  The  first  time  that  I  ever  saw  it  I  think  was  in  one 
of  the  ante-rooms  Mr.  Sweeney  had  in  .  the  Delavan 
House,  at  which  were  present  Mr.  Sweeney,  Connolly, 
Hall,  and  myself,  and  I  believe  it  was  prepared  by  Mr. 
Hall. 

Q.  Well,  was  the  matter  talked  over  at  that  meeting, 
what  powers  they  gave,  and 

A.  It  was ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  that  meeting  was  there  any  intimation  that 
the  powers  given  to  the  Comptroller,  the  Mayor,  and  the 
President  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  would 
enable  them  to  make  money  for  themselves  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  there  was  anything  said  in  refer 
ence  to  making  money  for  themselves,  but  it  was  to  reim- 
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bnrse  them,  and  those  who  had  advanced  monej's  for  the 
passage  of  the  charter.  By  the  passage  of  that  charter, 
which  cost  a  great  deal  of  money,  nothing  conld  be  re- 
turned. That  standing  alone,  nothing  could  happen  of  any 
great  harm,  but  the  powers  that  were  afterward  given  by 
the  subsequent  acts  of  the  Legislature  gave  them  the  power 
to  make  the  money. 

Q.  The  object,  as  I  understand  yon,  of  the  acts 
which  are  known  as  Tax-Levy  acts  of  1870,  was  to  enable 
you  three  men  to  reimburse  yourselves  and  others  for 
money  which  had  been  expended  in  the  passage  of  the 
charter  ? 

A.  That  was  one  of  the  reasons  talked  of. 

Q.  Who  had  furnished  the  money  to  be  used  in  procur- 
ing the  passage  of  the  charter  ? 
A.  Various  tradesmen  and  ourselves. 

Q.  Well,  by  "  ourselves  "  you  mean 

A,  Connolly,  myself,  Mr.  Hugh  Smith,  who  represented 
at  that  time  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  and  at  times  Mayor  Hall, 
and  the  various  tradesmen — lugersoUjGarvey,  and  Keyser, 
some. 

Q.  The  tradesmen  yon  have  mentioned  in  other  con- 
nections ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  mention  in  this  connec- 
tion all  the  tradesmen  who  furnished  money,  so  far  as  yon 
C4in  recollect,  to  bribe  the  Legislature  of  1870  to  pass  the 
charter  of  that  year — the  tradesmen  and  all  other  people 
too,  whether  tradesmen  or  not. 

A.  Qarvey,  James  H.  Ingersoll,  Keyser  &  Co.,  E.  A. 
Woodward,  James  Watson,  Edward  Boyle,  Edward  Mari- 
ner.   I  can't  recollect  all  the  names ;  most  everybody  who 
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had  connection  with  the  furnishing  of  Bnpplics  to  the     '      ^ 
county  at  the  time. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  any  others  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  any  others  at  the  present  time. 

Q.  Is  there  any  way  that  you  can  refresh  your  memory 
80  that  you  can  recollect  more  of  those  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  there  is,  but  those  books  that  I 
desired  to  see  would  be  of  service  to  me.  What  I  read  the 
other  day,  and  what  I  am  now  reading,  is  not  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Board  of  Supervisors ;  it  is  the  approved 
bill&     I  think  Jacobus  paid  something  towards  it 

Q.  Full  name,  if  yon  please. 

A.  Jacobus— Charles  H.  Jacobus.  I  think  Kennard^ 
&  Hay  paid  something  to  do  it,  through  ^enry  Smith.  Oh, 
Henry  Smith  paid  considerable  towards  it ;  he  was  then 
Police  Commissioner.  I  may  mention  a  name  here  that 
didn't  contribute,  but  my  impression  is  that  they  did  ;  if 
they  didn't,  they  at  least  paid  their  per  cent — up  to  1868 
fifteen  per  cent ;  and  after  that  whatever  amount  was 
charged  them,  butgenerally  fifteen  per  cent.  I  mention  no 
man's  name  who  hasn't  done  one  or  the  other.  The  Erie 
Railroad  contributed  something  to  that  fund.  I  never 
got  it. 

Q.  Through  whom  ? 

A.  Jay  Gould  or  Fisk,  or  both.  When  I  say  Gould 
I  mean  both,  and  when  I  say  Fisk,  I  mean  both.  When  we 
commenced  conversation  with  two  in  the  room,  we  were 
generally  left  with  one,  no  matter  which  it  was ;  but  they 
generally  spoke  as  one  man.  I  think  that  that  money  was 
handed  in  through  Mr.  Peter  £.  Sweeney,  although  I  am 
not  positive.  I  don't  know  as  I  can  see  any  other  namef^ 
here.    Mr.  Henry  Smith  raised  a  good  deal  for  us. 
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Q.  Didn't  you  got  some  of  the  money  from  different 
heads  of  tho  departments  in  the  city  and  county! 

A.  Not  in  connection  with  that;  we  did  for  the  inser- 
tion of  certain  items  into  the  tax  levy  which  they  required ; 
they  contributed  for  items  in  the  tax  levy,  although  I  be- 
lieve they  did  help  us  a  little  in  that ;  I  don't  know ;  I 
don't  recollect  distinctly. 

Q.  How  was  that  money  raised,  to  buy  through  that 
charter  of  1870  ? 

A.  A  large  part  of  it  was  raised  by  the  notes,  jointly,  of 
Connolly  and  Smith,  made  payable  to  my  order,  or  Con- 
nolly and  myself,  made  payable  to  Smith's  order,  or  Smith 
and  myself,  made  payable  to  Connolly's  order,  as  the  case 
might  be,  and  discounted  at  the  Broadway  Bank.  I  think 
some  were  discounted  in  the  National  Central ;  as  a  gen- 
eral thing,  made  payable  to  my  order,  and  discounted  at 
the  Broadway  Bank. 

Q.  You  had  them  discounted  in  the  Broadway  National 
Bank! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  then,  the  money  having  come  into  your  bands, 
did  you  use  it  personally  in  influencing  members  of  the 
Legislature? 

A.  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  it  out  yourself  to  them? 

A.  To  some  Senators;  yes,  sir;  what  was  paid  in  the 
Assembly  was  paid,  almost  all  of  it,  by  Mr.  A.  D.  Barber, 
who  was  then  doing  a  great  deal  of  that  business  in 
Albany. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  give  any  money  to  Mr.  Barber,  for 
the  express  purpose  of  paying  members  of  the  Legislature 
to  vote  for  this  charter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  How  much  money  did  yon  pay } 

A.  I  have  no  idea ;   hundreds  of  thonsands  of  dollars. 

Q.  As  much  as  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  f 

A.  Just  about  three  times  that — about  six  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  I  think,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  that  money  over  to  him  in  money  ? 

A.  I  paid  that  to  him  in  money,  direct,  because  I  think 
after  the  session  adjourned,  there  was  some  thirty,  or  forty, 
or  fifty  thousand  dollars  that  required  to  be  paid  after- 
wards ;  that  he  came  to  my  office,  and  I  gave  him  my 
check  for  it. 

Q.  The  check  came  back  to  you  indorsed  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  was  $36,000,  the  balance  of 
work  done  in  Albany  that  winter. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  transactions  with  Mr.  Barber, 
except  as  a  go-between  between  yourself  and  those  whom 
you  wished  to  influence  in  legislation  ? 

A.  Mr.  A.  D.  Barber,  when  I  was  in  the  street  office  as 
Deputy  Commissioner,  was  appointed  by  Cliarles  G.  Cor- 
nell as  Deputy  Collector  of  Assessments,  a  position  which 
was  a  fee  office  worth  from  i;en  to  fifteen  thousand  dollars 
a  year — very  seldom  less  than  ten  thousand,  and  very  rarely 
over  fifteen,  although  sometimes ;  the  office  was  estab- 
lished for  collecting  money  raised  for  assessments,  and 
paid  for  assessments  ;  Barber  seldom  was  in  his  office ; 
the  work  was  generally  done  by  the  collector  himself,  who 
was  Mr.  Starkweather ;  that  is  the  only  other  business  I 
know  of  besides  what  I  have  mentioned  before ;  once  in  a 
while— he  kept  a  crockery  store — and  I  would  buy  crock- 
ery of  him,  but  never  for  large  amounts. 

Q.  What  would  you  call  a  large  amount  ? 

A.  Anything  over  five  thousand  dollars,  a  large  amount, 
I  did  then ;  now  I  call  anything  over  five  dollars. 
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Q.  Was  there  any  transaction  between  you  and  him  of 
a  legitimate  nature — I  mean  apart  from  his  business  of 

A.  Except  that  I  bought  a  few  bills  of  crockery. 

Q,  Amounting  in  whole  ? 

A.  Not  to  $1,000;  I  think  not  to  $500;  I  was  also 
connected  with  him  for  a  while  in  the  Avenue  C  Kailroad. 

Q,  What  is  iinderstood  to  bo  Mr.  Barber's  business  in 
Albany  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  has  sworn  there,  before  the  committee, 
that  his  business  is  to  walk  up  and  down  the  hill  and  talk 
to  members.  Mr.  Barber  is  a  very  smart  man,  very  well 
posted,  and  very  conversant  with  matters  of  legislation, 
and  is  very  valuable  for  advice  in  those  matter&  He  has 
spent  a  great  many  years  there,  knows  a  great  many  mem- 
bers, and  his  advice  is  sound,  generally. 

Q,  After  the  legislation  which  placed  the  power  to 
audit  bills  in  this  Board  of  Audit,  composed  of  yourself, 
Mayor  Hall,  and  Mr.  Connolly,  did  you  three  men  have 
any  understanding  with  each  other  as  to  how  you  were  to 
make  money  out  of  that  legislation  ? 

A.  We  did. 

Q.  Well,  now,  what  was  that  understanding,  and  all 
about  it  ? 

A.  The  understanding  was  that  the  parties  to  whom  we 
advanced  moneys,  and  whom  we  had  confidence  in,  should, 
through  our  influence,  advance  bills  for  work  purporting 
to  be  done  for  the  county  or  the  city ;  more  particularly 
for  the  county,  and  they  should  receive  only  fifty  per 
cent,  of  the  amount  of  their  bills. 

Q.  Well,  this  plan  didn't  necessarily  contemplate  that 
the  bills  should  be  bona  fide  at  all  7 

A.  Well,  we  presumed  that  they  would  be,  of  course ; 
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any  supposition  was  that  they  would  have  some  basis,  how- 
ever slight. 

Q.  Well,  how  did  you  communicate  to  your  proposed 
confederates  the  design  that  you  had  conceived  ? 

A,  Connolly  had  in  his  office  a  very  confidential  man 
at  that  time;  one  who  had  his  utmost  confidence,  Mr. 
Watson;  and  he  also  had  my  confidence  to  the  utmost 
limit ;  he  had  done  a  great  deal  of  business  for  both  of 
us  in  other  matters.  Mr.  Woodward  was  a  very  active, 
energetic  young  man  in  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  whose 
fidelity  was  undoubted.  I  proposed  that  these  two  should 
prepare  the  bills,  and  present  them,  and  Connolly  should 
pay  them.    That  was  agreed  upon. 

Q.  When  you  sa}'  tliat  no  one  doubted  the  fidelity  of 
Mr.  Woodward,  what  do  yon  mean  ? 

A.  I  meant  I  had  the  utmost  confidence  in  his  fidelity 
in  every  way;  in  his  judgment  and  discretion. 

Q.  You  mean  fidelity  to  any  person  with  whom 

A,  With  whom  he  was  identified. 

Q.  Well,  now,  tell  us  what  instructions  were  given  to 
Woodward  in  the  beginning  of  this  thing  ? 

A.  Mr.  Woodward  and  Watson  both — I  think  I  spoke 
to  them  both,  and  I  think  Mr.  Connolly  told  me  that  he 
had  spoken  to  them,  together  or  separately,  to  the  same 
effect — I  think  I  spoke  to  them  separately — I  instructed 
them  that  they  should  go  on  and  introduce  bills,  have 
them  paid,  and  as  fast  as  the  payments  were  made,  fifty 
per  cent,  should  be  deducted  from  the  amount — that  the 
parties  receiving  the  bills  should  hand  them  back  fifty  per 
cent,  of  the  amount. 

Q,  That  the  parties  should  receive  the  face  of  the  bill, 
and  hand  back  to  Mr.  Woodward  or  Mr.  Watson  fifty  per 
cent! 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  then,  what  were  thej,  according  to  that  un- 
derstanding, to  do  with  the  fifty  per  cent.  ? 

A.  They  were  to  give  ten  per  cent  to  me,  ten  per  cent 
to  Mr.  Connolly,  ten  per  cent  to  Mr.  James  Sweeney,  for 
Mr.  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  and  ten  per  cent  to  Mr.  Sweeney 
or  Mr.  Smith,  for  Mr.  Hall ;  and  of  the  other  ten  per 
«ent.  they  were  to  retain  five  themselves,  two-and-a-half  to 
each  of  them. 

Q.  Of  the  other  ten  per  cent  they  were  to  retain  five 
per  cent  ? 

A.  YcSj  sir ;  and  the  other  five  per  cent  was  to  be  pat 
back  as  a  sinking-fund  for  other  expenses. 

Q,  What  do  you  mean  by  "  other  expenses? " 

A.  The  obtaining  of  legislation,  or  other  expenses  which 
might  be  necessary. 

Q.  Who  was  to  hold  it  ? 

A.  They  were  to  hold  it.  Watson  was  a  man  of  con- 
siderable wealth,  and  he  was  to  hold  it ;  I  think  the  under- 
standing was  that  I  was  to  approve  the  bills,  and  I  was  to 
approve  them  as  either  Chairman  of  the  Committee  or 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Shortly  after  this 
understanding  was  completed,  probably  a  week  or  ten 
days  afterwards,  Mr.  Woodward  brought  me  over  a  batch 
of  bills  on  which  I  wrote  my  name,  "  Wm.  M.  Tweed, 
Oh.,  Chairman."  He  also  brought  with  him  some  cer- 
tificates to  be  signed  by  each  member  of  the  Board — to  be 
signed  in  blank,  with  the  proper  title.  Those  I  signed,  and 
drew  them  off  in  blank — quite  a  number  of  them,  and 
certified  "  approved  and  correct ; "  some  of  those  I  wrote 
those  words  over  myself.  Then  that  paper  authorizing  the 
Comptroller  to  draw  the  warrant  for  the  amount  of  the 
bill  had  to  be  signed  by  the  Mayor  and  the  Comptroller. 
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Mr.  Watson  or  Mr.  Woodward — I  can^t  recollect  now ;  I 
don't  know  which  one — took  them  and  had  them  signed, 
and  after  they  were  signed,  the  warrants  were  drawn.  I 
think  before  any  bills  were  paid,  but  if  not  before,  after 
payment  of  the  first  batch  of  bills,  or  some  of  them, 
Watson  came  to  see  me,  and  said  that  Connolly  wasn't 
satisfied  with  the  ten  per  cent.;  he  wanted  twenty.  I 
asked  him  what  was  the  reason  of  that.  He  said  that  Con- 
nolly said  that  he  had  to  take  all  the  responsibility  and 
the  risk,  and  the  thing  couldn't  be  done  without  him.  I 
said :  "  It  couldn't  be  done  without  me  either."  I  asked 
how  he  could  do  it  that  way  anyhow.  He  said :  "  The  way 
"  we  can  do  it  is  this :  These  people  would  be  satisfied  with 
**  less  percentage ;  I  think  they  would  take  one-third,  instead 
"  of  one-half,  because  they  are  giving  nothing  for  it ;  I  can 
"  make  that  arrangement  with  them,  I  know."  "  Well,  very 
"  well,"  said  I,  **  go  on  and  make  the  arrangement,  if  you 
"  can,  and  I  am  willing.  Give  Connolly  twenty,  and  you 
"  must  give  me  twenty-five,  and  give  Mr.  Sweeney  ten  per 
"  cent  *  That  would  make  fifty-five.' "  He  said :  " '  Then  if 
"  *  I  give  Hall  his  ten  per  cent,  where  would  we  be  ? ' "  I 
"  said :  '  That's  so ;  see  Hall  and  tell  him  that  expenses  are 
" '  so  heavy  we  can't  afford  to  give  him  but  five.' "  He  said 
he  would,  and  so  it  was  arranged  that  way.  Whether  1  was 
paid  the  twenty-five  per  cent  on  the  first  two  or  three 
bills  I  am  not  positive,  but  I  am  positive  that  I  got  twen- 
ty-five per  cent,  on  all  other  bills  after  the  first  batch.  I 
think,  between  the  signing  of  the  bills  and  the  payment 
to  him  of  the  percentage,  Connolly  had  objected  to  receiv- 
ing ten,  and  wanted  twenty ;  that  caused  the  new  deal, 
and  we  had  no  more  talk  about  the  bills,  except  at  one 
time  Mr.  Hall  said  to  me,  when  I  saw  him  in  his  office : 
"  Your  people  are  very  slow  settling  up  our  matters,"    I 
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inquired  about  it,  and  I  found  out  they  hadn't  settled 
with  Mr.  Hall's  friends  for  the  amounts.  I  made  them 
hurry  up  and  pay  it,  that  ended  it,  and  I  never  heard  any 
more  complaints. 

Q.  You  say  Mr.  Hall  said  he  never  received  his  per 
cent.  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  he  never  said  anything  about  the  percent- 
ii<;e ;  he  never  came  to  me  about  it;  I  was  in  his  office ; 
I  went  over  there  to  see  him  about  a  bill  of  Garvey's,  in 
which  there  had  been  some  delay  about  his  signature. 
He  said :  **  your  folks  are  slow  in  settling  up ; "  I  told  him 
I  didn't  know  anything  about  it,  but  I  would  inquire.  I 
found  they  weren't  squaring  up  with  him  as  fast  as  they 
ought  to ;  I  said  that  would  be  remedied,  and  the  bill  was 
signed  by  him  that  day. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  any  other 
member  of  the  Ring  with  regard  to  their  payments  ? 

A.  About  the  time  this  tax-levy  was  put  in  the  charter — 
the  tax-levy  was  to  bring  in  money — about  the  time  this 
was  put  in,  Mr.  Sweeney,  Hall,  Connolly  and  myself  met 
in  a  room  of  Mr.  Sweeney's  in  the  Delavan  House,  and 
decided  to  divide  the  money  as  we  first  suggested — ten  per 
cent  to  each. 

Q.  All  four  of  you  decided  upon  that  ten  per  cent,  for 
•  ach? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Cowing — ^Which  Mr.  Sweeney  are  you  speaking  of? 

A.  Peter  B.  Sweeney;  as  regards  the  payment  of 
money  by  these  clerks  to  any  body  else  except  myself,  I 
know  nothing  about  it 

Mr.  CoLK — But  the  agreement  was  that  you  four  men 
i.i  the  beginning  should  have  each  ten  per  cent,  and  the 
utiiers  were  to  have  five  ? 
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A,  Foar  eqnal  parts  of  ten  per  cent  each  for  us;  for 
these  young  men  five  per  cent.,  and  the  rest  to  be  kept  for 
a  reserve-fund,  to  meet  any  expenses — to  be  put  in  the 
Imnds  of  Mr.  Watson  as  a  treasurer. 

Q.  Well,  now,  Watson  and  Woodward  were  go-be- 
tweens; Woodward  represented  you,  didn't  ho? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  particularly  represented  me,  because 
we  had  to  have  somebody  in  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to 
do  this  work. 

Q.  And  Watson,  I  understand  you,  represented  Con- 
nolly ? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  financially. 

Q,  Who  represented  Sweeney  f 

A.  James  M.  Sweeney  or  Hugh  Smith,  as  the  case 
might  have  been. 

Q.  Who  represented  Hall  ? 

A,  ilr.  Smith  particularly ;  my  conversations  on  all 
iliese  matters  were  generally  with  Watson  or  Woodward ; 
cither  both  personally,  or  one  or  the  other ;  the  conversa- 
tion I  had  with  one  was  precisely  the  same  as  I  had  with 
tlie  other ;  I  think  they  were  both  present  at  most  of  the 
convei-sations. 

Q,  Well,  who,  now,  were  the  outside  parties  who  pre- 
sented these  bogus  bills  ? 

A.  IngersoU  was  the  prominent  outside  man,  working, 
as  I  afterwards  understood,  with  Mr.  Woodward — James 
H.  IngersoU  ;  Garvey  was  one ;  Keyser  was  one ;  pretty 
much  everybody  who  drew  money  out  under  that  Board 
of  Audit  had  the  arrangement,  and  paid  it ;  I  think  I  can 
safely  say  everybody. 

Q,  What  did  you  mean  when  you  said  that  almost 
everybody  in  Tammany  Hall  had  a  hand  in  preparing  the 
charter  of  1870  ? 
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A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did  say  so. 

Q.  Did  you  mean  that  everybody  who  belonged  to 
Tammany  organization  had  a  hand  in  it  ? 

A.  I  meant  everybody  who  was  looked  upon  as  a  leader 
or  a  representative  man  in  the  association  had  something 
to  say  about  it. 

Q.  Tell  us  every  name  that  you  know  of,  that  had  any- 
thing  to  do  with  the  contents  of  that  paper  ? 

A.  In  the  first  place  the  Senators  were  all  spoken  to 
abont  this  charter  of  1870;  in  the  first  place  Senator 
Bradley  and  myself ;  and  then  the  members  of  the  As- 
sembly, pretty  nearly  every  one  except  Mr.  Lawrence  D. 
Kiernan,  who  represented  O'Brien  ;  and  then  everybody 
who  came  from  New  York  at  that  time  ;  I  think  pretty 
much  the  leading  men  of  the  organization  in  each 
ward. 

Q.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  charter  by  it- 
self was  ineffectual  for  the  purpose  of  raising  money  at 
all,  and  it  became  necessary  to  pass  these  subsequent  acts 
to  make  it  efficacious  for  that  purpose  7 

A.  I  desired  to  be  so  understood,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  now,  besides  the  five  men  you  have  named, 
who  knew  of  these  clauses  which  were  inserted  into  the 
tax-levy,  giving  this  power  to  the  Comptroller,  and  the 
President  of  the  Department  of  Works,  do  you  know  any 
who  were  aware  of  the  power  conferred  upon  you  by  those 
acts? 

A,  I  don't  know  of  any  one  except  ourselves,  who  knew 
how  far  the  power  went. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  now  of  these  clauses  in  the  tax-levy, 
which  were  used  by  the  Ring  for  the  purpose  of  making 
money  illegally  1 

A.  I  don't  think  that,  as  a  general  thing,  they  knew  how 
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far  that  reached ;  we  didn't  know  ourselves,  but  that  was 
the  only  way  we  thought  of  at  that  time. 

Q.  Well,  now,  did  nobody  except  you  five  men  know 
that  these  clauses  were  inserted  into  the  tax-levies,  for  the 
purpose  of  raising  money  at  the  expense  of  the  city  and 
county  treasury  or  not  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  we  ever  told  them  ;  I  don't  know  what 
their  opinions  were. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  hear  anybody  else  say  so  ?  Were  you 
ever  in  consultation  with  anybody  else  ? 

A.  I  was  in  consultation  as  to  the  passage  of  the  tax- 
levy  ;  I  was  in  consultation  with  every  member  of  that 
committee  whom  I  could  get  to,  but  1  never  told  them  the 
object  of  this  amendment. 

Q.  Was  it  discussed  between  anybody  else  except  the 
men  you  have  mentioned  ? 

A.  I  think  not 

Q.  Well,  then,  so  far  as  you  know,  do  you  or  do  you 
not  know,  that  any  other  persons  were  informed  of  the 
object  of  this  clause  of  the  tax-levy  ? 

A,  Of  this  clause? 

Q,  Yes,  sir ;  this  clause  in  the  county  tax-levy,  which 
put  the  power  in  the  hands  of  you  four  men  to  raise 
money  illegally. 

A,  I  don't  think  they  did ;  I  am  not  positive,  because, 
at  that  time,  I  talked  with  a  great  many  persons  on  that 
subject ;  I  think  Mr.  Hugh  Smith  knew  it. 

Q,  Yes,  you  have  mentioned  him.  Anybody  except 
those  you  have  mentioned? 

A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  Did  anybody  else,  except  those  persons  that  you 

have  mentioned,  have  a  part  of  the  money  of  which  you 

defrauded  the  city  or  county  ? 
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A.  I  think  not  directly ;  that  is,  not  knowing  where  the 
money  came  from,  and  not  as  being  part  of  that  money ; 
the  money,  of  course,  was  distribated  aronnd  in  every 
way,  to  every  body,  and  paid  for  every  thing,  and  was 
scattered  through  the  community. 

Q,  Not  knowingly,  nor  with  any  idea  tliat  they  partici- 
pated in  your  plans  and  your  practices  t 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  you  say  that  you  paid  money  to 
certain  members  of  the  Senate,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
fluencing their  action  with  regard  to  the  Charter  of  1870  ? 

A.  I  do  say  so  ;  yes  sir. 

Q.  Personally? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  when  I  speak  of  no  other  persons  knowing 
of  this  thing,  of  course  Mr.  Barber  knew  about  this 
amendment,  and  it  was  talked  about  frequently  before  it 
was  passed. 

Q.  Before  it  was  passed  ? 

A.  Before  it  was  passed. 

Q.  Well,  now,  will  you  state  what  members  of  the 
Senate  you  paid  money  to  in  this  very  connection,  with  re- 
gard to  this  Charter  of  1870  ? 

A.  My  relations  with  members  of  the  Senate  were  so 
delicate,  and  so  many  different  operations  transpired,  tliat 
I  would  prefer  having  a  copy  of  the  Manual  of  that  year 
before  I  answer. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Chairman,  will  you  send  for  it,  please  ? 
(Manual  produced;  examined  by  witness.)  Now,  Mr. 
Tweed,  please  be  careful,  for  you  are  dealing  with  the  rep- 
utations of  some  prominent  public  men.  This  question 
is  intended  to  bring  out  such  matters  as  you  yourself  per- 
sonally know  about,  and  such  as  you  yourself  personally 
paid^  and  no  others  at  present. 
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A.  It  must  bo  told  in  the  form  of  a  little  narrativb, 
as  there  are  little  points  bearing  on  the  subject,  which,  if 
alone  and  distinct  from  other  matters  and  relations,  could 
not  be  answered  by  "  yes  "  or  "  no,"  and  their  significance 
might  not  be  properly  understood.  The  origination  of  this 
charter  was  from  the  fact  that  a  great  many  Democrats  in 
New  York  had  become  dissatisfied,  and  under  the  lead  of  Mr. 
Norton,  Creamer,  and  Genet  in  the  Senate,  L.  D.  Kieman 
and  others  in  the  Assembly,  had  made  up  their  mind 
to  oust  all  the  Democrats  wlio  then  held  ofiice,  that  is,  the 
Mayor,  the  Comptroller,  the  Street  Commissioner,  the  City 
Chamberlain,  and  all  the  officers  under  them,  the  Counsel 
to  the  Corporation  and  others ;  for  that  purpose  they  had 
introduced,  in  the  early  part  of  the  sessiop,  a  charter,  and 
on  the  heels  of  that  they  introduced  five  or  six  other  char- 
ters. Finally,  the  matter  became  very  violent  among  our- 
seWes,  so  a  meeting  was  called  of  the  Tammany  Hall 
General  Committee  of  that  year,  by  myself,  who  was  then 
chairman  of  that  committee.  That  for  the  first  time  con- 
vinced us  how  far  these  parties  were  proceeding,  and  how 
strong  they  were,  for  I  think  that  paper  was  signed  by  a 
majority  of  the  committee.  1,  of  course,  was  forced  to 
call  the  meeting,  and  on  the  day  the  meeting  was  to  be 
called,  the  sachems,  who  controlled  the  organization, 
decided  they  wouldn't  have  a  meeting  that  night,  from  the 
fact  that  there  was  trouble  apprehended,  and  they  feared 
that  if  they  held  a  meeting,  there  would  be  a  riot.  We 
communicated  with  Henry  Smith,  and  a  large  force  of 
men  were  present,  and  no  meeting  was  held.  Either  that 
night,  or  the  next  day,  the  charter  as  prepared,  was  placed 
in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Frear,  who  was  then  a  Member  of  As- 
sembly, and  was  identified  with  our  interests ;  and  while 
they  were  trying  to  get  into  Tammany   Ilall,  Mr.  Frear 
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introduced  that  bill  in  the  Assembly,  and  had  it  referred 
to  the  committee  he  desired  to  have  it  referred  to.  I 
remained  in  New  York  that  night,  and  the  next  day,  when 
I  went  to  Albany,  I  found  that  Mr.  Hastings  and  others, 
republicans,  were  very  anxiously  at  work  to  keep  up  this 
rivalry  in  the  democratic  organization.  I  found  lie  was 
very  bitter,  and  I  sent  for  him,  and  he  came  to  my  room.  I 
stated  my  business  with  him,  which  was  to  ask  his  advice 
about  the  passage  of  the  charter,  and  to  get  him  to  aid  us 
in  helping  it  along.  After  some  little  discussion,  he  finally 
consented  to  aid  me,  dropping  his  opposition  to  our  side 
of  the  house,  and  suggested  that  the  best  way  to  do  it 
would  bo  that  1  should  see  certain  Senators,  and,  if  possi- 
ble, have  a  caucus  of  the  Republican  Senators  called,  and 
get  them  committed  to  our  charter.  We  had  arranged  it 
so  as  to  have  no  difficulty  to  pass  it  in  the  lower  house. 
We  passed  it  in  the  lower  house,  and  at  Mr.  Hastings'  sug- 
gestion, I  saw  a  number  of  Senators,  more  particularly 
Senators  Norris  Winslow,  William  Woodin,  Bowen, 
Minier,  and  Senator  James  Wood. 

Mr.  CoLK— Please  supply  the  first  names  with  regard  to 
all  of  those  ? 

A.  Norris  Winslow,  William  B.  Woodin,  Theodore  L. 
Minier,  George  Bowen,  and  James  Wood.  I  didn't  know 
how  to  reach  Winslow  particularly,  although  he  liad  been 
hanging  around  my  room  a  good  deal,  being  a  member  of 
a  Committee  of  wliicli  I  was  chairman.  He  was  said  to 
be  a  wealthy  man  ;  president  of  a  bank  where  he  lived ; 
president  of  an  insurance  company.  I  guess,  in  the 
county  he  came  from,  he  was  tlie  most  living  of  all  the 
living  men  there;  he  was  looked  up  to  a  great  deal,  and 
was  a  very  active  and  energetic  man.  I  didn't  know  just 
how  to  tackle  him;  at  Hastings'  suggestion  I  spoke  to 
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Mr.  Bowen,  Wood,  and  Minier;  Mr.  Woodin  I  had  never 
had  any  talk  with  before ;  he  was  a  quiet  man.  Bather  a 
reserved  man  ;  I  never  had  spoken  to  him  much,  except 
passing  the  time  of  day  with  him  ;  but,  on  the  day  I  came 
from  New  York  to  Albany,  a  gentleman  I  had  had  deal- 
ings with  at  the  time,  came  to  me  and  said  that  he  under- 
stood I  was  trying  to  reach  some  Senators  in  this  business, 
and  he  believed  he  could  help  me  or  give  me  some  valua- 
ble suggestions.  He  said :  "  I  know  the  brother-in-law  of 
one  of  the  Senators,  and  I  think  I  can  bring  you  to- 
gether." I  asked  him  the  name  of  the  Senator ;  he  told 
me  it  was  Winslow ;  I  did  see  the  brothor-in-lavv,  and  it 
brought  Mr.  Winslow  and  me  together.  I  talked  the  mat- 
ter over  with  Mr.  Winslow,  and  he  thought  they  ought  to 
have  $50,000  apiece.  I  said  we  would  pay  for  it,  but  I  said 
we  couldn't  afford  to  pay  that ;  finally  we  talked  the  mat- 
ter over,  and,  in  one  or  two  days,  Hastings  suggested  that 
if  I  got  Wojdin  it  would  be  well  for  me,  as  he  was  an 
influential  man,  a  powerful  speaker,  and  stood  very  high 
in  his  party. 

Q,  What  Hastings  do  you  mean  ? 

A.  Hugh  Hastings,  here,  of  The  Cominercial  Adver- 
lUer  /  after  thinking  the  matter  over,  one  day  I  met  Mr. 
Woodin ;  I  think  I  met  him  in  the  library-hall  of  the 
Senate  Chamber.  I  said  to  him,  "  I  hope  that  you  are  not 
going  against  me  in  this  matter;  it  is  a  personal  fight 
against  me."  He  said  no,  he  wasn't.  I  said,  **  They  have 
threatened  to  remove  me  from  my  position  as  Deputy  Street 
CJommissioner  ;  I  feel  it  as  a  i)ersonal  fight,"  and  that  I  felt 
bound  to  win,  and  I  felt  sure  that  I  should  win.  He  said  it 
wasn't  a  pei'sonal  fight  as  far  as  he  was  concerned.  He  said, 
"  Norton  is  a  very  clever  gentleman,  a  friend  of  mine, 
who  always  helps  my  measures,  and  I  want  to  help  him 
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when  I  can,  and  I  wonld  like  to  help  Mr.  Genet  in  this 
thing,  too."    I  said,  **  Don't  you  want  to  help  me  ?    It 
has  become  a  personal  fight  against  me,  and  I  would  rather 
lose  my  life  than  lose  a  fight."     He  said,  **  You  take  it  very 
earnest."    I  said,  "  Yes,  I  take  it  very  earnest,  and  I  will 
do  almost  anything  a  man  can  do  to  prevent  myself 
being  beaten.     I  was  always  earnest  in  everything  I  under- 
took, but  I  am  particularly  so  in  this  matter,  which  I  re- 
gard as  having  taken  the  form  of  a  personal  fight  against 
ma"     He  said,  "  I  haven't  got  anything  against  j'^ou  ;  I 
don't  want  to  injure  you  in  any  way."     "  Well,"  I  said, 
"  this  is  injuring  me."     Then  he  spoke  about  my  position 
and  so  forth ;  that  it  ought  to  be  worth  a  great  deal  of 
money  to  me,  and  I  said  it  was,  and  I  was  willing  to  pay 
for  it,    I  don't  know  who  brought  in  money  first,  but 
money  came  up  in  the  course  of  our  conversation.    I  talked 
around  him  to  get  him  to  make  some  proposition,  but  that 
was  the  whole  of  our  conversation.     He  said  he  would  see 
me  the  next  day ;  I  reported  that  meeting  to  Winslow 
and  Hastings  separately,  and  they  said  "  I  guess  you  can 
get  the  old  man  ;  stick  to  him  ; "  and  I  did  stick  to  him. 
Next  place  I  met  him  I  talked  to  him  again.    He  said  he 
would  come  to  my  room  and  see  me  that  night ;  then  I 
felt  pretty  sure  of  him.     I  talked  with  Mr.  James  Wood 
and  Winslow ;  they  thought  it  wasl)etter  the  money  should 
all  be  placed  in  one  man's  hands.     I  spoke  to  Woodin,  and 
said,  "  I  will  win  anyhow ;  I  have  got  the  thing  all  fixed, 
but  I  would  rather  win  by  a  very  large  majority,  and  have 
all  the  Republicans  go  with  me,  and  be  on  my  sida'* 
Then  I  suggested  the  caucus,  and  suggested  that  the  Re- 
publicans should  resolve  in  the  caucus  to  support  me  in 
this  measui-e.    I  said,  ^^  Here  is  a  way  of  getting  over  it, 
if  money  matters  are  mentioned :  If  you  go  in  caucus^ 
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and  if  the  resolution  is  arrived  at,  yon  can  say, '  I  was 
governed  by  the  canons,  and  had  to  do  it  bccanso  the 
can  ens  did,  and  I  personally  went  against  it.'"  I  said, 
"Whatever  I  know  abont  it  I  will  keep  to  myself,  and 
yon  needn't  fear  anybody  learning  anything  from  me." 
He  said,  "  No ;  I  am  not  afraid  to  trnst  yon  ;  I  know  yon 
are  all  right.  What  other  Eepnblicans  have  yon  got  ? " 
"  Well,"  I  said,  "  if  I  don't  get  yon  1  don't  want  to  tell 
you  the  others."  I  spoke  to  Winslow  about  it  again,  and 
Winslow  said,  "  You  can  mention  my  name  and  the  other 
names."  I  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Woodin  the  next 
day,  and  I  said  the  same  thing  to  him  that  I  had  said  to 
Winslow  in  the  course  of  convcreation,  that  I  was  to  give 
each  of  them  forty  thousand  dollars ;  he  wanted  to  know 
if  I  wouldn't  give  fifty. 

Mr.  Cole — Who  asked  that? 

A,  Mr.  Woodin.  I  said  I  didn't  propose  to  give  more — 
I  couldn't  afford  it ;  finally  he  consented  to  go  with  the 
others.  I  said,  "  Shall  1  hand  you  $40,000  ? "  He  said, 
"  Do  the  same  with  this  as  you  are  doing  with  the  rest" 
1  said,  "  I  am  going  to  hand  the  rest  to  Mr.  Winslow." 
The  Republicans  held  their  caucus,  and  resolved  to  stand 
by  the  charter.  A  short  time  after  Mr.  Hastings  in- 
formed me  that  they  had  had  a  caucus,  and  that  was  the 
result;  and,  in  fact,  I  knew  already,  for  1  kept  myself 
pretty  well  posted  on  all  that  went  on.  The  result  was  the 
caucus  did  pass  the  resolution  that  they  would  stand  by 
the  Charter  and  agree  to  the  caucus  determination ;  when 
the  bill  came  up  every  Republican  voted  for  it  except  Mr. 
Thayer,  and  every  Democrat  voted  for  it  except  Mr. 
Genet.  The  Senate  was  full — thirty-two  Senators ;  thirty 
of  them  voted  for  it,  and  only  two  against  it 
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Q,  Tliis  was  the  charter  which  had  been  prepared  by 
the  leaders  of  Tammany  Hall  i 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  these  the  only  Senators  whom  you  had  deal- 
ings with  in  connection  with  this  matter? 

A.  No,  sir  ;  I  bought  some  of  the  others  also. 

Q.  How  did  you  buy  them  ? 

A.  I  bought  some  of  the  Democrats  by  giving  them 
places  ? 

Q.  What  Democrats,  and  what  places  t    All  about  it. 

A.  I  couldn't  tell  what  places.  Places — employment  of 
men  in  the  department,  where  they  put  their  name  on  the 
pay-roll,  and  drew  their  money  once  a  month. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  all  membera  of  the  Senate  whom 
you  approached  with  reference  to  their  votes  on  this  bill, 
where  you  used  any  arguments  except  the  legitimate 
arguments,  which  might  have  been  seen  by  an  examination 
of  the  bill  itself — 1  mean  promises  of  money,  position, 
place,  or  what  not  ? 

A.  Samuel  H.  Frost,  in  the  First  District,  I  gave  places 
to— places  to  his  friends,  you  know — appointments. 

Q.  When  you  name  a  man,  tell  all  that  transpired 
between  you  ? 

A.  I  appointed  quite  a  number  of  men  for  him  in 
different  positions — small  positions,  $2.50  or  $3  a  day — 
who  did  no  work,  but  their  name  was  on  the  pay-roll,  and 
they  drew  their  pay  every  month. 

Q.  Was  that  understood  to  be  the  consideration  with 
which  you  controlled  his  vote  ? 

A.  There  was  no  understanding  had  about  it  at  all.  I 
agreed  to  do  that,  and  he  agreed  to  vote  for  the  bill. 

Q.  You  know  what  I  mean,  Mr.  Tweed.  Was  there  an 
underatanding  that  he  should  vote  for  that  consideration  ? 
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A.  I  don't  think  he  would  have  voted  with  me  if  I 
hadn't  given  him  that  consideration ;  I  think  there  woi*e 
quite  a  number— fifty  or  sixty,  I  believe.  Senator  Michael 
Norton  I  agreed  to  help  in  his  business  matters  in  New 
York. 

Q.  If  he  would  vote  for  the  bill  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  Thomas  J,  Creamer — some  arrangements 
were  made  with  him  by  Mr.  Connolly  ;  1  don't  know  what 
the  arrangement  was,  though  it  was  undei-stood  that  he  was 
to  vote  for  it  Genet  voted  against  us.  Senator  Cauld- 
well — I  gave  a  place  to  his  partner,  Mr.  Whitney,  to  be  not 
less  than  $20,000  a  year ;  if  it  was  less,  1  was  to  make  it 
up.  He  was  appointed  Deputy  Collector  of  Assessments,  a 
place  worth  fifteen  thousand  and  some  hundred  dollars ;  I 
did  make  up  the  rest  of  it  at  the  end  of  the  year.  William 
M.  Graham  I  gave  money  to. 

Q.  now  much,  and  all  about  it  7 

A.  I  can't  recollect;  I  w^as  giving  him  money  all  the 
time.  It  was  $1,000  to-day,  $500  to-morrow,  $10,000  the 
next  day,  to  get  him  out  of  business  difficulties.  lie  was 
in  trouble  with  his  bank  matters,  and  borrowed  money 
from  me  to  help  himself  out;  but  that  didn't  help  hinL 
He  lost  his  money  and  mine  too. 

Q.  lie  had  an  agreement  with  you  that  if  he  voted  for 
this  bill,  you  would  give  him  money,  and  you  did  give  him 
money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Winslow  I  gave  money  to,  as  I  said 
before.  Augustus  El  wood,  I  think,  I  gave  money  to  for 
that — for  sometliing  else,  if  not  for  that.  William  H. 
Brand  I  gave  money  to  for  that ;  I  tliink  it  was  five  thou- 
sand dollars ;  I  am  pretty  sure  it  was.  I  gave  money  to 
Mr.  Woodin,  in  the  matter  of  Winslow. 

Mr.  CowiNO — You  gave  it  to  Mr.  Woodin  personally  ? 
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A.  I  gave  it  to  Wiiislow,  as  I  said  before.  I  am  sure  he 
got  it,  because  I  asked  him  afterwards  if  my  matters  with 
him  were  all  satisfactory,  and  he  said  "  Yes."  Abraham 
V.  Harpending  I  gave  $5,000.  Theodore  L.  Minier  I  gave 
money  to  in  the  same  way.  George  Bowen  I  did  the 
same  to. 

Mr.  Cole — What  did  you  do  ? 

A.  George  Bowen  I  gave  the  same  as  I  did  to  Minier 
and  Wood ;  they  were  three  of  the  five  I  gave  money  to 
in  that  matter.     That  finishes  all,  I  believe. 

Q.  Now,  are  those  all  the  members  of  the  Senate  that 
you  recollect  ? 

A,  All  that  I  recollect  in  regard  to  this  charter;  I 
didn't  buy  them  to  vote  for  the  charter ;  I  bought  them 
to  vote  to  sustain  our  charter  in  their  caucus. 

Q.  Well,  Mr.  Tweed,  I  want  you  to  be  precise  about 
this  thing,  because  you  are  now  dealing  with  reputations 
of  honorable  men. 

A.  I  am,  except  in  the  case  of  one  man,  and  if  I  didn't 
pay  him  for  that,  I  did  for  other  work  of  the  kind.  I 
don't  want  to  do  the  slightest  injustice  to  any  man. 

Q.  You  testified  that  you  had  a  conversation  with  Win- 
slow,  in  which  you  agreed  to  pay  him  money,  and  that 
you  did  pay  him  money  into  his  hands  t 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Woodin  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  agree  with  Woodin  that  you  would 
give  him  money  for  his  vote  ? 

A.  Well,  there  may  not  have  been  the  very  words 
used,  but  it  was  understood  that  he  was  to  vote  for  the 
charter,  and  I  was  to  give  him  $40,000  for  doing  it. 

Q.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Tweed,  the  question  is  this:  Did 
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yon  in  words  say  to  Mr.  Wood  in  that  yon  wonld  pay  him 
money  throngh  Mr.  Winslow,  if  he  would  vote  for  the 
charter ;  and  did  he  agree  npon  those  conditions,  to  vote 
for  the  charter? 

A.  I  said  to  Mr.  Woodin  I  had  four  votes  already,  at  a 
certain  price,  the  money  for  which  was  to  be  paid  to  Mr. 
Winslow.  He  asked  me  if  it  wasn't  to  be  $50,000  for  each. 
I  said  $40,000  was  all  I  could  pay.  This  was  not  the  vote 
for  tlie  charter ;  this  was  to  sustain  the  charter  in  caucus., 

Q.  I  think  yon  misapprehend  it  State  what  trans- 
pired between  yon  personally  and  Senator  Woodin  per- 
sonally. 

A.  We  had  a  number  of  conversations  in  relation  ta 
the  passage  of  this  charter.  I  explained  to  him  what  I 
desired— that  the  Republicans  in  caucus  should  agree  to 
stand  by  this  charter,  and  I  would  agree  to  pay  each  of 
them  forty  thousand  dollars,  the  same  as  I  did  Norris, 
Winslow,  Bowcn,  Minier,  and  Wood. 

Q.  That  you  did  agree  to  pay  them  forty  thousand  dol- 
lars apiece,  and  money  was  paid  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  paid  through  Mr.  Winslow ;  I  wanted  him 
to  be  my  friend  in  the  caucus,  and  help  put  the  charter 
through.  He  said  he  would,  and  it  was  understood,  a& 
directly  as  an  understanding  could  be,  without  plain 
language,  that  $40,000  was  to  be  given  Mr.  Winslow  for 
him,  and  he  would  sustain  it. 

Q,  As  near  as  you  can  recollect,  what  was  his  words? 

A.  "  Do  the  same  with  Mr.  Winslow  with  me  as  you 
"  are  doing  with  the  others,  and  I  will  be  with  you." 

Q.  That  was  after  you  had  informed  him  that  the 
amount  agreed  upon  was  $40,000  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  that  was  after  three  or  four  convei'Ba- 
tiona 
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Q.  And  did  you  pay  $40,000  to  Mr.  Winslow  for  Mr. 
Woodin  ? 

A.  1  paid  Mr.  Winslow,  in  bulk,  $200,000  in  cash,  to 
be  distributed  among  those  five,  he  being  one  of  them. 

Q.  In  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  have  a  subsequent  conversation  with  Sena- 
tor Woodin  on  the  subject  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  the  substance  of  that  conversation  ? 

A.  I  happened  to  meet  him,  and  asked  him  if  our  mat- 
ters were  all  satisfactory,  and  he  said  they  were. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  Winslow  subsequently,  and 
ask  him  what  he  did  with  the  money  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  You  never  heard  directly  that  that  money  was  paid 
to  Woodin  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  presume  so,  from  his  answer,  that  those 
matters  were  all  satisfactory. 

Q.  Did  you  carry  this  large  amount  up  there  in 
money  ? 

A.  Some  was  carried  up  by  me  and  some  by  different 
parties. 

Q.  Name  all  the  parties  that  took  it  up  to  you. 

A.  Garvey's  brother  brought  me  up  one  hundred  and 
odd  thousand  dollars  at  one  time. 

Q.  What  was  Garvey's  brother's  name  ? 

A.  John,  I  think.  A  messenger  in  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors came  to  New  York  and  got  money  in  the  Tenth 
National  Bank ;  he  came  up  two  or  three  times,  I  think ; 
brought  $50,000;  I  took  some  up  myself;  Watson  got 
me  some ;  Connolly  got  me  some.  I  guess  I  took  the 
balance  myself. 
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Q,  Was  that  money  drawn  from  the  bank  here  in  New 
York  by  checks  ? 

A.  A  large  portion  of  it  was  drawn  in  money,  but  some 
was  raised  by  our  notes,  as  I  have  explained  before. 

Q,  Are  those  notes  in  existence  ? 

A.  Some  of  them  are,  but  I  put  them  in  the  hands  of 
a  gentleman  who  had  a  portion  of  my  confidence,  and 
who  has  retained  them. 

Q.  Who  is  that  gentleman  ? 

A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Oarolan  O'Brien  Bryant, 
who  pretended  to  be  a  lawyer,  and  got  those  notes  into 
his  possession,  making  me  think  he  could  do  something 
to  help  me. 

Q.  Do  you  say  he  failed  to  return  certain  of  these 
papers? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  failed  to  return  them. 

Q.  I  shall  ask  you  subsequently,  further  on,  in  this  con- 
nection, to  give  me  a  description  of  the  papers  retained 
by  Mr.  Bryant.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with 
Mr.  Senator  Minier  about  his  vote  ? 

A.  I  talked  positively  and  directly  with  him  about  it. 
We  met,  and  the  understanding  was  I  was  very  anxious  to 
pass  this  charter.  He  said :  "  It  ought  to  be  worth  a 
good  farm  to  do  that ;  you  are  all  rich  down  in  New  York, 
and  all  getting  rich,  and  you  have  all  got  plenty  of  money, 
and  you  ought  to  pay  well  to  have  anybody  stand  by  you." 
I  told  him  I  would  stand  well  by  him ;  I  said  I  would 
give  him  $10,000  ;  he  said  $10,000  wouldn't  do.  Then  I 
offered  twenty,  and  that  wouldn't  do  either.  "  Well,"  he 
said,  "  how  would  twenty -five  thousand  do  ?  "  "  Well,  all 
right,"  1  said,  "  twenty-five."  "  Well,"  said  he,  "  I  will 
see  you  again  about  it."  lie  did  see  me  again,  and  it  got 
up  to  fifty,  and  finally  we  settled  upon  forty  thousand. 
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Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  James  Wood 
on  the  subject  ? 

A,  My  conversation  with  Mr.  Wood  and  Mr.  Bowen 
was  of  the  same  nature,  and  generally  took  place  in  my 
room,  or  in  the  hall  of  the  Senate  chamber. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Mr. 
Bowen  ? 

A.  I  did — about  the  same  as  with  the  others. 

Q,  Well,  please  state  just  what  you  said  and  what  he 
said. 

A.  He  came  to  me  and  said  he  understood  that  I 
wanted  to  have  the  charter  passed  very  much,  and  wanted 
Minier  and  him — ^who  generally  traveled  together — to 
have  them  sustain  my  charter.  I  told  him  I  was  very 
anxious  to  have  it  passed,  and  in  the  course  of  conversa- 
tion we  talked  about  amounts.  He  left  without  any 
definite  conclusion  the  first  day. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  "  amounts  ?  " 

A.  As  to  whether  I  would  give  him  ten  or  twenty  or 
twenty-five  thousand  dollars  for  his  support  We  didn't 
agree  about  the  amount  then — that  wasn't  agreed  upon ; 
he  came  to  see  me  the  next  day,  and,  in  the  course  of  con- 
versation, he  mentioned  $50,000.  I  told  him  that  would 
be  a  matter  of  impossibility ;  if  it  couldn't  be  obtained 
without  that,  I  thought  I  could  beat  them  anyway,  and 
finally  we  settled  on  $40,000. 

Q.  And  was  $40,000  for  him  paid  to  Winslow  1 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q^  With  regard  to  Senator  Wood,  just  state,  as  nearly 
as  you  can,  precisely  what  transpired  between  you  ? 

A,  Senator  Wood  and  I  had  had  dealings  before.  I  met 
lim  and  said  to  him :  "  You  say  you  always  wanted  to 
.iclpme;  nowhere  is  a  chance."    He  wanted  to  know 
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how,  I  said :  "  By  standing  by  my  charter ;  I  want  to 
have  your  Republican  caucus  decide  to  stand  by  my 
charter ;  then,  if  I  happen  to  lose  a  Democrat  or  two,  I 
lOD  all  right."  I  wasn't  certain,  then,  of  Norton  and 
Creamer.  Bradley  had  always  been  anxious  to  secure 
the  charter  as  I  was.  I  told  him  I  would  pay  him  well 
for  it, 

Q,  You  told  whom  ? 

A.  Mr.  Wood.  He  kept  talking  about  how  poor  he 
was ;  he  said  if  I  would  take  some  interest  in  a  rectifying 
distillery — he  had  an  interest  in  some  establishment  for 
making  new  whiskey  old,  or  old  whiskey  new,  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind,  and  he  wanted  me  to  buy  it.  I  said 
no,  1  didn't  want  to ;  1  didn't  know  anything  about  the 
business,  and  I  didn't  want  to  put  any  money  into  a  busi- 
ness I  didn't  understand.  I  told  him  I  had  secured  others, 
as  I  told  them  all,  for  $40,000,  and  that  was  all  I  was 
willing  to  give.    He  finally  consented. 

Q.  And  $40,000  was  paid  for  him  to  Winslow? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  other  Senators  whom  you 
have  mentioned,  did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  it  was 
in  every  case  understood  between  you  and  them,  that  you 
should  give  them  money  or  place  to  influence  their  votes, 
and  that  they  did  vote  for  you  in  this  matter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  did  say  so. 

Q.  And  those  conversations  were  held  with  you  direct- 
ly, and  that  money  passed  directly  from  you  to  them, 
wherever  it  passed  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  or  positions  were  given  to  them. 

Q.  How  did  you  first  come  to  consult  with  Mr.  Hast- 
ings about  this  matter  ? 

A.  From  the  fact  that  I  had  employed  him  in  other 
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matters ;  he  was  a  very  valaable  man  in  every  way ;  he 
was  very  active,  enterprising  and  energetic,  and  also  con- 
trolled the  paper. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  "employed  him?"  Employed 
him  to  do  what  ? 

A.  To  procure  bills  to  be  passed. 

Q.  What  I  mean  is  this :  Did  yon  employ  him  as  a 
journalist  ? 

A.  I  employed  him  as  a  lobby  agent — as  a  lobbyist. 

Q.  To  persuade  votes  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  to  persuade  certain  persons  to  vote  in  my 
interest. 

Q.  Did  you  employ  him  in  regard  to  this  charter  I 

A.  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  Gave  him  a  fee,  I  suppose  ? 

A.  I  agreed  to  pay  him  well  for  it 

Q,  Did  you  pay  him  ? 

A.  I  did  pay  him. 

Q.  What  did  you  pay  him  ? 

A,  Twenty  thousand  dollars. 

Q.  Weil,  was  he  present  at  any  of  these  consultations 
with  any  other  of  the  Senatoi-s  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  nobody  was  present. 

Q.  What  did  he  do  in  this  connection  ! 

A.  He  was  the  one  who  first  advised  me  to  secure  the 
Republican  caucus,  and  suggested  whom  I  should  see. 

Q.  Did  he  know  you  were  influencing  votes  with 
money  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  as  he  did  in  this  charter  business, 
because  it  was  a  particular  matter ;  he  knew  I  was  trying 
to. 

Q,  As  to  this  charter  ? 

A,  He  must  have  known.     Everybody  talked  about  it. 
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Q.  Yon  paid  him  $20,000! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How? 

A.  He  called  npon  me  after  the  Logislatnre  adjonrned ; 
that  was  the  time  I  genei*ally  paid  those  gentlemen,  who 
were  not  members  of  the  Legislature,  who  worked  for  me 
in  Albany — he  said  he  wanted  some  money.  I  wanted  to 
give  him  a  smaller  amount,  and  finally  gave  him  $20,000 ; 
I  gave  him  a  check  for  $20,000,  payable  to  him  or  order. 

Q.  Where  is  that  check  ? 

A.  I  have  it  now  in  my  possession. 

Q.  Payable  to  whom  ? 

A.  To  Hugh  J.  Hastings ;  perhaps  payable  to  bearer, 
endorsed  by  him. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  his  name  is  on  it  anywhere  t 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Have  you  got  that  check  f 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  got  it  with  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  shall  want  that  check  next  timo. 

A.  1  can  produce  it. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  pnt  inj  as 
part  of  the  proceedings  to-day,  an  extract  from  the  com- 
plaint of  Monheimer  against  The  Mayor,  etc.  This 
Joseph  A.  Monheimer,  who  sues  The  Mayor,  etc.,  npon 
an  assignment  of  James  O'Brien's  claim  against  the  city 
for  sheriff's  bills,  is,  I  understand,  the  witness  to  the 
assignment  which  was  made  to  Mr.  Tweed,  which  has 
already  been  pnt  in  evidence.  This  complaint  of  Mon- 
heimer's  alleges  that  during  the  years  1868,  1869  and 
1870,  James  O'Brien  was  sheriff  of  the  city  and  county 

of  New  York,  and  that  during  said  years  certain  moneys 
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became  dae  him  as  sheriff's  fees,  and  that  these  claims 
were  assigned  to  Monheimer;  and  he  thereupon  sues. 
The  assignment  to  Tweed,  which  has  already  been  put  in 
evidence,  was  made  in  October,  1871. 

Mr.  Cowing — Was  it  delivered  on  the  day  it  was  made? 

Mr.  TwBED — I  received  it  the  same  day,  I  think. 

Mr.  CoLB — And  this  one  was  made  in  May,  1876. 

Mr.  TwKBD — Mr.  Counselor,  the  assignment  to  Mr. 
Dewey  was  in  October,  1871,  and  the  one  from  Dewey  to 
me  was  in  1876.  I  have  a  little  statement  of  Mr.  Dewey 
with  regard  to  it 

Meeting  adjourned  to  Tuesday,  September  18|  1877, 
at  2  p.  M. 


SEVENTH  DAT. 


SsPTEHBBB  18—2:8  o'clock  p.  IL 
Present — Alderman  Lewis. 

**  S  LEVIN. 

"  Cowmo. 

Alderman  Lewis  in  the  chair. 
Mr.  Lewis — The  meeting  will  please  come  to  order. 

(It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  the  reading  of  the  min- 
utes of  the  proceedings  be  dispensed  with.  Motion 
carried.) 
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Mr.  Cowing — Mr.  Chairman,  while  we  are  waiting  for 
Hr.  Townsend,  I  would  like  to  make  a  few  remarks  on 
several  subjecta  Daring  the  last  week  I  have  been  the 
recipient  of  several  letters  from  gentlemen,  and  have  had 
some  interviews  with  parties  who  desire  I  should  put  per- 
sonal questions  to  the  witness.  I  have  to  state,  that  so  far 
as  I  am  personally  concerned,  t  am  not  on  this  Committee 
as  a  partisan.  If  I  catch  a  liepublican  guilty  of  stealing, 
I  will  punish  him  as  quickly  as  I  would  a  Democrat ;  and 
a  great  deal  quicker,  because  I  would  expect  more  from 
him.  As  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  have  put 
myself  on  record  here  as  saying  I  thought  that  any 
man  who  should  be  guilty  of  committing  a  breach  of 
trust  ought  to  be  shot.  I  did  make  use  of  that  expression, 
and  I  still  adhere  to  that  view.  I  think  until  some  such 
law  as  that  is  enacted  in  this  State,  and,  in  my  judgment, 
more  certainly  within  the  city,  you  will  never  have  an 
economical  or  an  honest  government ;  and  I  will  state 
now,  for  information  of  the  public  generally,  that  any 
questions  they  will  send  in  here,  for  me  to  ask,  pertinent 
to  the  question,  I  will  ask  them,  whether  it  hits  Kepubli- 
can  or  Democrat,  Tammany  Hall,  or  any  other ;  it  don't 
make  any  difFerence  to  me  ;  and  I  wUl  do  the  utmost  in 
my  ability  to  see  that  the  examination  disposes  of  those 
gentlemen  who  have  been  guilty  of  peculation  in  office, 
that  they  may  be  punished.  People  write  to  me,  or  ask 
me  in  conversation,  why  I  don't  go  into  an  examination 
here,  without  directing  my  examination,  and  without 
stating  what  particular  questions  they  desire  asked ;  now 
if  they  will  indicate  their  questions,  they  shall  be  asked 
forthwith. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.   President,   I   am   not  surpi*iscd,  but 
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decidedly  pleased,  that  Alderman  Cowing  has  seen  fit  to 
make  these  remarks.  I  have  long  since  caused  a  letter  to 
be  printed  in  the  newspapers,  stating  that  in  my  judgment 
this  Committee,  without  reference  to  the  politics  of  any 
member  of  it,  was  sincerely  and  honestly  desirous  to* 
make  this  investigation  entirely  thorough,  and  asking 
newspapers  and  private  individuals  to  direct  my  attention 
to  any  man  or  any  subject  which,  in  their  judgment, 
needed  investigation,  and  saying  that  I  had  been  directed 
by  tliis  entire  Committee,  and  all  the  members  of  it,  to 
propound  all  pertinent  questions  to  which  my  attention 
might  be  turned,  which  in  any  way  might  throw  light 
upon  any  frauds  upon  the  city  or  county  treasury.  I 
notice  to-day  that  the  newspapers  still  are  saying,  edi- 
torially and  otherwise,  that  there'  are  suspicious  circum- 
stances connected  with  this  investigation.  I  have  certainly 
tried  to  make  the  investigation,  so  far  as  I  could,  abso- 
lutely thorough  and  absolutely  impartial ;  and  I  can  say, 
in  my  own  behalf,  and  in  behalf  of  the  Committee,  that 
any  question  which  shall  be  sent  up  to  me,  or  to  any 
member  of  the  Committee  (for  I  am  so  instructed),  shall 
be  asked  in  the  very  words  in  which  they  are  propounded 
by  the  pei-sons  propounding  thorn ;  and  hereafter,  when 
this  matter  is  closed,  it  doesn't  lie  in  the  mouth  of  any 
honest  man,  or  of  any  honest  public  journal,  to  say  that  it 
has  bueii  a  partial  and  one-sided  examination,  if  they 
didn't  choose  to  '^(^cept  the  public  invitation  of  this  Com- 
mittee, to  aid  the  Committee,  as  the  representatives  of  the 
people  of  this  city,  in  ascertaining  who  committed  the 
frauds,  when,  and  how,  and  all  about  it,  without  reference 
to  Tammany  Ilall,  anti-Tammany  Hall,  Republican  ism  or 
Democrac}'.  I  am  instructed  by  the  Committee  to  say 
that  any  gentleman,  or  any  journal  who  will  propound 
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questions  over  their  own  signatareB,  or  by  their  own 
aothority — that  those  questions  shall  be  asked  to  the  wit- 
ness now  on  the  stand,  and  such  other  witnesses  as  may 
succeed  him  on  the  stand.  Anonymous  innuendoes  against 
^citizens  will  not  be  noticed  by  the  Committee  necessarily. 

Mr.  TowNSKND — I  think  it  is  proper  for  me  to  state  here, 
gentlemen,  that  Mr.  Tweed  long  since  has  stated  that  he 
would  prefer  very  much  any  persons  who  know  anything 
in  regard  to  these  affairs,  which  perhaps  he  may  not  recall, 
if  they  would  send  such  questions  to  him,  or  put  them  into 
the  bands  of  the  Committee  beforehand,  so  that  he  can 
have  an  opportunity  to  answer  them.  He  desires,  certain- 
ly, to  state  all  that  he  knows  in  reference  to  this  matter, 
from  beginning  to  end,  no  matter  whom  it  may  affect 

Mr.  Cole — Now,  just  in  this  connection,  I  notice  that 
in  TIi^  New  York  Sun  of  the  17th  inst.,  Mr.  John  Morris- 
6ey  has  suggested  certain  questions  to  be  propounded  to 
ihis  witness.     I  propose  to  propound  them. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Mr.  President,  will  you  allow  me  ?  I 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  Mr.  Tweed  within 
the  last  twenty-four  houi-s.  If  you  will  allow  me  five 
minutes  with  Mr.  Tweed  I  should  be  veiy  much  obliged. 
It  is  rather  important  that  I  should  have  it  before  he  com- 
mences on  this  statement.     Five  minutes  is  all  I  want 

{Witness  and  counsel  retire.     After  return  :) 

Mr.  Cole — In  asking  these  questions,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
.-shall  ftJlow  the  words  and  the  order  of  The  SurCa  article. 
It  throws  my  line  of  examination  somewhat  out  of  order, 
ibnt  I  think  it,  perhaps,  will  be  as  valuable  to  show  that 
Xhese 
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Witness — I  would  ask,  Mr.  Connselor,  if  yon  intend 
to  pursne  the  examination  by  asking  questions  in  that 
way  without  knowing  whom  they  are  from  t 

Mr.  CoLB — Yes,  sir. 

Witness — Well,  then,  you  will  never  get  through. 

Mr.  TowNSEND— I  do  think,  Mr.  President,  that  Mr, 
Tweed  ought  to  have  the  opportunity,  at  least,  of  receivings 
the  question  a  day  or  two  prior  to  the  time  of  his  making 
the  answer,  because  he  certainly  cannot  be  expected  to- 
be  entirely  ready  at  all  times  to  answer. 

Mr.  Cowing — Anything  that  anybody  chooses  to  ask 
him  we  will  ask  him,  but  we  cannot  in  the  manner  in 
which  Mr.  Townsend  proposes.  That  very  mode  would 
cause  great  trouble,  for  the  reason  that  it  has  been  sug- 
gested in  the  papers  that  all  these  questions  are  propounded 
a  week  beforehand. 

Mr.  Cole — I  think  it  would  lose  its  pertinence  if  we- 
gave  the  witness  time  to  fix  his  answers. 

Witness — ^Well,  I  will  answer  everything  I  can,  and  1 
am  ready  to  answer  at  any  time. 

Mr.  Cole — The  first  assertion  is  this :  "  There  are  now 
"  on  the  Tammany  Hall  General  Committee  at  least  fifty 
"  men  who  served  under  the  city  in  Tweed's  time,  in  the 
"  Boards  of  Aldermen,  Councilmen,  and  elsewhere."  Mr. 
Tweed,  can  you  at  this  time  name  any  men  who  are  now 
in  the  Tammany  Hall  Association,  who,  during  your 
terms  of  office  as  a  city  officer  of  any  kind,  served  under 
the  city  government  in  the  Boards  of  Aldermen  and 
Councilmen,  or  elsewhere  ? 
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A.  I  know  nothing  about  the  Tammany  organization, 
or  any  other  organization  at  present 

Q.  Ill  shall  give  you  a  list  of  all  the  persons  who  are 
in  the  Tammany  General  Committee,  or  in  anywise  con- 
nected with  the  Tammany  organization,  will  you,  at  the 
next  meeting,  point  out  all  .persons  who  held  city  oflices 
or  city  appointments  during  your  time? 

A.  I  will,  as  far  as  my  memory  serves,  but  with  the 
thousands  of  men  I  have  had  in  my  employ,  and  been  con- 
nected with,  I  couldn't  tell  half. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  I  shall  examine  you  on  that  at  a  subsequent  period 
of  this  session. 

A.  That  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  answer  to-day, 
but  I  have  no  recollection  of  the  whole  matter. 

Q.  Passing  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  for  the  present,  "  Will 
'•  he  tell,"  says  Mr.  Morrissey,  in  The  Sun,  "  how  much 
"  was  paid  for  the  Aldermen's  confirmation  of  three 
"  gentlemen  who  at  different  times  filled  the  oflSce  of  City 
"  Chamberlain,  and  two  of  whom  filled  the  oflBce  of 
"Commissioner  of  Streets,  and  who  got  the  money!" 
Who  held  the  office  of  City  Chamberlain  during  the  time 
you  were  connected  with  the  city  government  I 

A.  Mr.  Sweeney,  the  most  of  the  time. 

Q.  Were  there  two  others  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  Bradley  and  Palmer. 

Q.  Oive  first  names  in  every  case. 

A.  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  John  J.  Bradley,  and  Francis 
Palmer,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  two  of  these  gentlemen  ever  hold  the  office  of 
Commissioner  of  Streets  ? 

A.  Neither  of  them,  I  think. 
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Q.  Be  sure  about  that  ? 
A,  I  am  sure. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — That  is  the  reaBon  why  I  object.  Six 
or  Beven  years  have  transpired  now  since  Mr.  Tweed  has 
been  called  upon  to  recollect  any  of  these  events,  and  to 
call  upon  him  now  to  remember  about  this  thing,  or  to 
recollect  any  afternoon,  for  instance,  and  say  what  did 
occur  then,  is  asking  too  much  of  any  witness.  If  you 
will  submit  those  questions  to  me,  I  will  submit  them  to 
Mr.  Tweed,  and  he  will  answer  what  he  can  at  our  next 
meeting. 

Mr.  CoLB — I  want  you  to  answer  these  to  the  best  of 
your  knowledge,  information  and  belief,  under  your  oath. 
If  you  make  a  mistake,  it  is  the  misfortune  that  every 
witness  must  be  placed  under ;  but  I  cannot  consent  to 
any  time  being  given  the  witness,  because  the  allegation 
is  that  you  fix  up  your  answers. 

Witness — Well,  so  I  do  fix  up  my  answers,  I  must 
do  so  if  I  want  to  give  you  any  information  that  is 
reliable.  These  things  happened  eight  or  nine  years  ago, 
and  if  I  gave  my  first  impressions  and  without  reflection, 
you  could  not  depend  upon  such  testimony  being  reliable. 

Mr.  CowiNQ — Wasn't  Mr.  Stout  Chamberlain  at  that 

time? 

A,  He  was  in  1853  ;  then  came  a  man  named  Pratt, 
And  then,  I  think,  came  Mr.  Sweeney. 

Q.  Who  held  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  Streets 
during  your  connection  with  the  city  government? 

A.  The  first  man  who  held  it  was  John  T.  Dodge ;  that 
was  in  1852  or  1853  ;  then  James  Furey  ;  then,  at  a  later 
date,  Mr.  Charles  6.  Cornell  la  1861,  he  was  succeeded 
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by  George  W.  McLean.  During  a  period  of  two  or  three 
months  after  Cornell's  time  was  oat,  I  was  Deputy  Street 
Ck>mmissioner,  and  acted  as  Commissioner. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  Board  of  Alder- 
men was  paid,  or  any  member  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen 
was  paid,  any  money  for  the  confirmation  of  Peter  B. 
Sweeney  as  Chamberlain } 

A.  I  do  not,  sir.  I  heard  so.  I  know  nothing  of  my 
own  knowledge. 

Q.  What  did  you  hear  ? 

A.  I  heard  he  paid  $60,000  for  the  confirmation.  My 
relations  with  Mr.  Sweeney  were  not  intimate  at  that 
time.    In  fact,  they  were  rather  opposed  to  him. 

Q.  Tell  all  you  heard  about  it? 

A.  That  is  as  far  as  I  have  heard — that  they  paid 
$60,000  to  the  Board  of  Aldermen  for  his  confirmation* 

Q.  Who  paid  it  ? 

A.  His  friends. 

Q.  To  whom  did  they  pay  it  f 

A.  To  the  Board  of  Aldermen. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  Aldermen  received  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  find  out  by  refreshing  your  memory  on 
that  point  ? 

A.  I  can't  find  out,  because  I  never  knew. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anybody  who  would  be  likely  to 
know? 

A.  Mr.  Hugh  Smith  or  Mr.  Sweeney;  Mr.  Hugh 
Smith  would  be  likely  to  know.  itr.  Morrissey  seems  to 
know  all  about  that ;  I  don't  see  why  you  mightn't  let 
him  be  called ;  I  guess  he  knows  all  about  it 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  having  been  paid  to  the 
Board  of  Aldermen,  or  any  member,  to  induce  the  con- 
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firraation,  by  the  Board  of  Aldermen,  of  J.  J.  Bi*adle7  as 
Chamberlain  ? 

A.  I  do  not ;  I  think  he  was  appointed.  The  power  at 
that  time  rested  in  the  Comptroller  directly. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  money  being  used  in  con- 
nection with  his  appointment  or  confirmation  i 

A.  I  did  not,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  know  of  any  money  having  been  used  to 
induce  the  Board  of  Aldermen,  or  anj'  member  of  it,  to 
confirm  Francis  Palmer  as  Chamberlain  ? 

A.  That  was  after  these  troubles  commenced  ;  I  know 
nothing  about  Mr.  Palmer^s  connection  with  the  office ;  I 
didn't  take  any  notice  at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  money  being  used  in  that 
connection  f 

A.  I  did  not,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  having  been  used  to 
induce  the  Board  of  Aldermen,  or  any  member  of  it,  to 
vote  for  the  election  of  J.  T.  Dodge  as  Street  Com- 
missioner? 

A,  I  do  not,  sir ;  he  was  in  office  when  I  went  in  office 
in  1852. 

Q*  Do  you  know  of  any  money  having  been  used  in 
connection  with  the  election  of  James  Furey  as  Com- 
missioner of  Streets  ? 

A.  Nothing  except  legitimate  election  expenses  as 
Commissioner.   He  was  a  candidate,  and  was  elected. 

Q.  Well,  what  do  you  know  about  that? 

A.  Well,  I  know  that  Tammany  Hall  gave  so  much  to 
each  district  for  his  election — so  much  for  boxmen,  so 
much  for  canvassing,  printing,  and  so  forth.  I  know  in 
our  ward  we  raised  money  for  the  election  expenses  by 
subscriptions — five  dollars  from  one  man,  two  from  another, 
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three  from  another — as  much  as  we  could  get  from  any 
one. 

Q,  Apart  from  what  you  call  election  expenses — posters, 
boxes,  men  to  distribute  tickets,  men  at  the  polls,  and  that 
sort  of  thing— do  you  know  of  any  money  being  used  in 
that  election? 

^.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  know,  generally,  of  any  money  having  been 
used  in  that  election,  in  an  illegal  manner  for  illegal  pur- 
poses? 

A,  I  do  not ;  it  is  twenty-two  or  twenty-four  years  ago. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Now,  gentlemen,  that  is  what  I  object 
to.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  such  questions  to  this  witness 
are  not  exactly  right.  They  are  questions  which  would 
not  be  permitted  in  any  Court  in  this  State.  Does  he 
know  by  hearsay  what  this  one  or  that  one  got,  or  what 
they  did  ?  If  he  knows  of  any  information,  or  can  show 
that  he  has  corroborative  evidence  of  what  he  has  done, 
or  somebody  else  has  done,  it  is  well  and  good ;  I  don't 
object  to  his  testifying  in  that  regard,  but  when  you  put 
a  question,  as :  "  Have  you  heard  this  and  that  thing  ?"  in 
regard  to  the  reputation  of  individuals,  it  is  carrying  it 
too  far.  Mr.  Tweed  is  willing  to  give  an  answer  to  any- 
thing relating  to  the  King  transactions,  as  far  as  he  knows, 
and  that  I  don't  object  to ;  but  when  it  comes  to  asking 
him  concerning  what  he  heard,  or  some  one  else  said  he 
heard,  and  request  him  to  give  a  definite  answer  on  sub- 
jects which  took  place  twenty  or  twenty-five  years  ago,  I 
do  object,  and  I  hope  that  he  will  follow  my  instructions  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  not  to  answer  those  questions  which 
are  simply  hearsay  matters. 

WrrNEss — Well,  you  must  recollect  that  if  I  don't 
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answer  them  they  will  say  that  I  don't  want  to  answer 
thorn. 

Mr.  TowNSKND — Well,  never  mind  that.  Put  yourself 
under  my  guidance,  and  let  me  take  the  onus  in  i*egard  to 
that 

Witness — Yes ;  but  they  won't  blame  you  for  it  They 
will  only  blame  me. 

Mr.  Cowing — I  don't  think  we  ought  to  do  it,  because 
it  is  not  legal  testimony,  nor  wouldn't  be  introduced  in 
any  court  of  the  world,  and  therefore  I  think  it  is  per- 
fectly absurd  for  him  to  come  out  and  say,  "  So-and-so 
'*  heard  such-and-such  a  thing." 

Mr.  Cole — I  am  under  the  instructions  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  my  desire  and  duty  is  to  find  out  all  I  can. 

Mr.  TowNSBND — In  the  way  of  testimony,  yes;  but  not 
in  the  way  of  hearsay  evidence.  That  certainly  is  not 
necessary. 

Mr.  Cole — I  don't  understand  that  the  rules  of  evidence 
(I  mean  with  regard  to  hearsay  evidence)  ought  to  apper- 
tain to  such  an  examination  as  this.  It  is  more  in  the 
nature  of  a  committee  of  investigation. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Mr.  Tweed  has  placed  himself  in  a 
position,  now,  where  he  cannot  retrograde ;  and,  in 
giving  information  to  this  Committee,  where  he  informs 
them  as  to  what  he  himself  has  done,  or  what  he, 
of  his  own  knowledge,  knows  others  have  done,  I  say 
nothing  of  it;  but  I  think  it  is  an  outrageous  thing  to  put 
a  man  on  the  stand  and  ask  him  what  some  one  has  told 
him  concerning  some  one  else.    I  see  that  the  subposna, 
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by  which  this  witness  was  brought  here,  is  a  subpoena 
directed  from  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  means  that  he  should  tell  here  just  what  he 
would  be  called  upon  to  tell  in  that  court,  and  nothing 
more,  and  certainly  such  hearsay  evidence  would  not  be 
permitted  in  any  court. 

Mr.  CoLB — We  are  not  sitting  here  as  a  Courtj  but  as 
an  inquest. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — From  what  little  I  know,  Mr.  Tweed 
knows  enough,  from  his  own  actions,  to  satisfy  this  Com- 
mittee, and  the  people  of  the  State  of  New  York,  that 
great  wrong  has  been  done,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  spread 
it  outside  of  his  information. 

Mr.  Cole — I  am  under  the  instructions  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Mr.  President,  there  is  one  thing  I 
would  like  to  have  understood.  If  there  has  been  an 
understanding  between  Mr.  Tweed  and  any  member  of 
the  Ring,  that  a  certain  thing  should  be  effected,  and 
that  Mr.  Tweed  had  done  it,  or  that  any  other  member 
did  it,  under  instructions  from  that  Ring,  I  don't  object  to 
that,  and  to  his  telling  the  result  of  that  thing ;  but  if  it 
is  anything  that  he  said  he  has  heard  somebody  outside  of 
the  Ring  say  some  person  was  to  receive,  that  I  must  and 
do  object  to. 

Mr.  Cole — Well,  Mr.  Townsend,  you  will  state  your 
objections  seriatim^  as  the  things  come  up  ?  Of  course 
you  don't  want  to  object  to  the  investigation  altogether? 

Mr.  Townsend — I  don't  want  to  be  placed  in  a  position 
that  will  make  me  appear  as  wishing  that  this  examination 
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shall  not  be  as  general  as  can  be,  but  I  do  hope  that  per- 
sons' names  may  not  be  brought  in  here,  whose  names 
cannot  be  brought  in  fairly  before  the  public.  I  certainly 
will  object  to  any  man's  name  being  brought  in,  where 
there  is  no  opportunity  to  refer  to  something  more  tangi- 
ble  than  hearsay. 

Mr.  Cole — ^If  I  think  there  is  anything  against  them, 
I  shall  certainly  try  to  get  that  out,  if  I  can,  without 
being  strictly  bound  by  the  rules  of  evidence.  The  only 
reason  hearsay  evidence  is  not  admissible  in  courts  of 
justice,  is  that  either  the  life  and  liberty,  or  the  money  of 
anybody  is  at  stake ;  but  this  Committee  does  not  con- 
stitute a  court  of  justice,  nor  is  it  under  the  same  limita- 
tions. It  seems  to  me  that  it  can  ask  that  class  of 
questions  just  as  the  Grand  Jury  might. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Yes,  but  the  Grand  Jury  is  a  different 
affair.    It  is  a  private  body. 

Mr.  Cole — With  regard  to  Charles  G.  Cornell,  Mr. 
Tweed,  do  you  know  of  any  money  having  ever  been  paid 
to  the  Board  of  Aldermen,  or  any  member  of  the  Board 
of  Aldermen,  to  effect  his  election,  appointment  or  con- 
firmation, as  the  case  may  have  been,  as  Street  Commis- 
sioner ? 

A.  My  connection  with  Mr.  Charles  G.  Cornell  was  of 
a  most  confidential  and  friendly  nature.  I  was  his  deputy 
from  the  time  he  was  appointed  until  he  served  his  full 
time  out,  and  I  am  a3  confident  as  I  am  of  anything  I  am 
personally,  that  he  never  paid  a  dollar  for  his  confirma- 
tion. 

Q.  You  don't  know  that  he  ever  did  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 
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Q.  You  don't  believe  that  he  ever  did  ? 

A.  I  don't  believe  he  ever  did ;  I  am  confident  he 
never  did. 

Q.  Now,  as  to  Mr.  George  W.  McLean  ? 

A.  Same  answer,  exaotljr. 

Q.  You  never  knew  nor  heard  that  he  paid ! 

A.  No,  sir ;  nor  believed  that  he  did. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  anything  to  be  made  Street  Oommis- 
sioner  ? 

A.  I  was  only  acting  Street  Commissioner. 

Q.  That  completes  the  list  of  Street  Commissioners  7 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  there  were  some  between  Furey  and  Cor- 
nell, but  I  don't  recollect  who  they  were ;  Sheppard  Knapp 
was  one,  and  General  Smith  and  General  Lovell  was 
there,  but  I  dont  know  anything  much  about  them. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  know  of  any  money  having  been  used 
in  connection  with  the  election,  appointment,  or  confirma- 
tion of  anybody  as  Street  Commissioner,  during  the  time 
that  you  held  oflSce  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q,  And  now  the  same  as  to  Chamberlains :  Did  you 
ever  know,  during  the  time  you  were  connected  with 
the  city  government,  of  any  money  being  used  to  appoint 
or  confirm  a  City  Chamberlain  ? 

A.  Not  of  my  own  knowledge,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  anybody  say  that  they  did  ? 

Mr.  TowNSEND — That  I  object  to,  unless  the  question  is 
^ut  to  him  :  "  Was  he  told  by  any  of  those  persons  with 
<<  whom  he  was  associated  in  crime  ?" 

Mr.  Cole — Were  you  ever  told  so  by  anybody  ? 
A.  I  was  told  so  by  somebody. 
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Q,  Will  yon  tell  ns  who  told  yon  so  ? 

A.  1  cannot.  I  was  told  so  generally.  It  was  a  mat- 
ter generally  commented  upon. 

Q,  Do  you  mean  yon  don't  know  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  it  a  matter  of  general  rumor  f 

A.  Of  general  conversation  and  general  rumor. 

Q.  And  you  don't  know  who  told  you  ? 

A.  I  don't,  sir. 

Q.  As  to  which  of  these  several  chamberlains  was  the 
general  rumor  so  prevalent  as  to  reach  your  ears,  that 
money  was  used  ? 

A.  Mr.  Peter  B.  Sweeney. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  money  was  used  ? 

A.  I  heard  $60,000,  sir. 

Q,  And  that  is  the  only  Chamberlain  that  you  ever 
heard  of  money  being  used  with  regard  to  his  appoint- 
ment or  confirmation  ? 

A.  I  heard  that  money  was  paid  for  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Piatt  or  Pratt  (PI  or  Pr ;  I  forget  which)  Presi- 
dent of  the  Artisans'  Bank. 

Q.  How  did  this  reach  your  ears? 

A.  In  the  same  way ;  it  was  the  talk  around  the  City 
HalL 

Q,  Can  you  aid  the  Committee  in  tracing  that  rumor  ? 

A.  I  cannot ;  if  I  could  do  so  I  would  willingly. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — ^What  is  the  action  ?  Do  the  Commit- 
tee determine  that  that  shall  be  the  action  of  the  Com- 
mittee ? 

Mr.  Cowing — I  think  not.  That  is,  I  am  only  one  of 
the  Committee.     As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  think  it 
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oaght  to  stop  right  here,  for  such  qaestions,  I  am  sure^ 
woald  never  be  permitted  anywhere. 

Mr.  Cole — ^Well,  if  we  are  going  to  confine  ourselves 
to  legal  testimony,  and  submit  to  its  rules,  we  had  better 
shnt  up  at  once,  and  adjourn  sine  die,  for  there  has  hardly 
been  a  dozen  questions  I  have  asked  here  which  would 
not  have  been  objected  to  if  I  had  been  in  a  court  of 
justice.  But  you  know  the  case  is  different  in  this  in- 
stance. This  Committee  are  not  to  be  governed  by  the 
rules  of  a  court  of  justice,  but  rather  by  those  of  an  in- 
vestigating committee.  The  evidence  brought  before  them 
is  to  be  used  no  farther  than  to  inform  the  consciences  of 
this  Committee.  If  the  result  of  this  examination  is  to  im- 
plicate individuals,  and  indictments  are  brought  against 
them,  or  civil  suits  are  broilght  au;ain6t  them,  then  they 
will  be  brought  up  in  a  court  of  justice,  and  tliey  will 
have  the  benefit  of  all  the  rules  of  evidence  in  that  case 
made  and  provided;  but  this  Committee,  I  submit,  are 
sitting  here  as  an  inquest,  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  there 
is  probable  cause  for  commencing  suit  against  persons, 
and  if  we  are,  in  this  preliminary  investigation,  to  confine 
ourselves  to  the  rules  of  evidence  which  would  appertain 
to  the  suits  themselves,  when  they  are  once  started,  we 
might  just  as  well  stop  right  here  and  now,  for  we 
would  never  get  at  anything ;  because  the  witness  would 
constantly  say :  '*  Of  my  own  knowledge  I  know  nothing." 

Mr.  Cowing — If  he  don't  know  anything,  and  can't  in- 
form this  Committee  of  anything,  within  his  own  knowl- 
edge of  it,  we  don't  need  it.  If  our  report  be  composed 
of  hearsay  evidence,  which  is  the  most  unreliable  evi- 
dence that  can  be  used,  I  want  to  stop  here.  Mr.  Colo,  I 
don't  want  to  be  captious  in  this  matter,  and  I  don't  want 
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mj  actions  miBunderstood.  I  would  have  every  fact 
come  oat  here,  that  is  brought  out  in  the  way  of  testi- 
mony. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Will  you  permit  me  to  say  one  word 
more  ?  -  When  this  examination  was  called  on,  I  supposed 
that  pcrhr.ps  Mr.  Tweed  might  be  of  service  to  himself 
as  well  as  to  tlie  public;  otherwise  I  should  not  have 
advised  him  to  have  occupied  the  position  he  has  done. 
When  he  was  called  upon  to  give  the  names  of  cer- 
tain parties,  whether  connected  with  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors, or  the  Board  of  Audit,  or  the  Legislature,  which 
ever  it  might  have  been,  and  was,  I  felt  that  Mr.  Tweed 
was  not  acting  altogether  simply  as  a  person  speaking  his 
own  mind  on  the  subject,  but  that  he  did  have  evidences 
of  it,  and  that  those  evidences  remained  in  his  own  hands, 
in  case  persons  came  forward  to  dispute  the  statements 
he  made.  In  that  way  Mr.  Tweed  stood  safe,  and  I  am 
satisfied,  from  the  knowledge  1  have  of  Mr,  Tweed's  in- 
formation, that  he  has  just  such  knowledge  as  will  place 
him  in  a  proper  position  when  these  persons,  if  they  de- 
sire, come  forward  to  dispute  what  he  says.  But  when  it 
comes  to  a  question  as  to  whether  Mr.  Tweed  has  heard 
Tom,  Dick  or  Harry  say  something  against  John  Jones 
and  William  Brown,  it  places  them  in  a  position  in  which 
it  is  impossible  for  them  to  place  themselves  right  before 
the  community,  and  it  injures  them  ;  and  I  don't  think  it 
is  right  for  the  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  to 
place  any  person,  I  don't  care  whether  good,  bad  or  indif- 
ferent, in  a  place  where  he  has  no  opportunity  at  all  of 
offering  any  opposition  to  what  is  said  against  him.  If 
Mr.  Tweed  has  acted  in  any  way  in  conformity  with  any 
decision  of  the  King,  whether  it  be  the  Ring  of  the  Super- 
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visors,  or  Audit,  the  Legislative  Bing,  or  whatever  it 
may  ;  if  he  has  acted  in  conformity  with  any  decision  on 
their  part ;  then  1  am  perfectly  willing  he  should  testify, 
and  take  the  cross-examination  in  any  way  it  may  clioose 
to  come.  Bat,  as  I  said  before,  when  hearsay  evidence  is 
attempted  to  be  introduced,  then  I  say  he  ought  not  to  be 
obliged  to  answer. 

Mr.  Cole — ^Well,  now,  Mr.  Tweed,  with  regard  to  any 
other  gentleman  who  held  the  office  of  Chamberlain  dur- 
ing your  term  of  office,  do  you  know  of  any  money  Laving 
been  paid  to  secure  their  election  or  confirmation  ? 

A.  1  do  not. 

Q.  The  next  question  which  is  suggested  by  Mr.  Mor- 
risey  in  this  communication,  is  the  following :  "  Will  he 
*^  tell  how  much  it  cost  for  the  passage  by  the  Legislature 
^  of  the  Erie  classification  bill,  the  bill  legalizing  Erie's 
^*  fraudulent  stock,  and  the  act  legalizing  the  New  York 
*^  Central  scrip,  and  'how  and  to  whom  the  money  was 
«  paid  i " 

A.  If  you  will  please  divide  those  questions,  I  will 
answer,  sir. 

Q.  Bo  you  know  anything  about  those  three  matters } 

A.  I  do,  sir ;  I  know  something  about  it. 

Mr.  Cole — I  propose,  if  the  Committee  please,  to  re- 
serve that  question  until  I  come  to  it  in  the  regular  course. 
**  Will  he  say  whether  or  not  a  man,  who  is  now  high  up 
**  in  the  councils  of  Tammany  Hall,  did  not  negotiate  for 
"  the  passage  of  the  New  York  Central  bill  ?  " 

A.  I  don't  know  who  it  refers  to.  I  don't  know  any- 
thing about  Tammany  Hall  or  any  other  organization. 

Q,  Suppose  it  referred  to  Mr.  John  Kelly.  Do  you 
know  anything  about  it  in  that  connection  7 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  had  anything  to  do 
in  that  matter  ? 

A.  1  think  not;  he  did  not,  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Cowing — Well,  that  is  not  all  in  Tammany  Hall, 
high  in  the  organization.  Do  you  know  any  such  a  one 
who  was  connected  with  this  matter  ? 

A.  1  have  no  knowledge  of  who  is  high  up  in  Tam- 
many Hall  meetings,  or  in  any  other  organization.  I  don't 
know  anything  but  what  I  read  in  tlie  papers.  I  never 
bother  my  head  about  politics.  I  don't  expect  ever  to 
vote  again,  and  I  don't  notice  anything  of  the  kind  that  is 
going  on. 

Mr.  Cole — Do  you  know  anybody  at  all  who  negotiated 
for  the  passage  of  the  New  York  Central  Bill  ? 

A.  I  don't ;  I  know  no  one  connected  with  Tammany 
Hall. 

Q.  If  I  gave  you  a  list  of  the  persons  connected  with 
Tammany  Hall,  could  you  then  tell  me  whether  any  of 
tliose  gentlemen  had  anything  to  do  with  the  passage  of 
the  Central  Bill  ? 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  could  look  over  it  with  a  gi*eat 
deal  of  care,  and  I  may  tell  you  then,  at  the  next  meeting* 

(At  the  next  meeting  a  correction  was  made,  to  be  insert- 
ed here  in  these  words :  "  I  don't  know  any  one  connected 
with  Tammany  Hall  who  negotiated  for  the  passage  of 
that  bill.") 

Q,  I  shall  provide  you  with  a  list  at  the  next  meeting. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  hear  some  one  behind  me  mention  the 
name  of  Mr.  Schell.  Now,  it  was  said  in  a  tone  loud 
enough  for  mo  to  hear,  and  I  presume  it  was  meant  for 
my  ears.     I  am  ready  to  answer  any  question  about  Mr. 
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Schell.  If  I  don't  liston,  thej  will  go  away  and  Bay  they 
said  it  lond  enough  for  it  to  come  to  my  ear^  and  I  didn't 
listen  to  it  because  I  didn't  want  to. 

Mr.  Cole — Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Schell  in 
connection  with  the  Erie  Classification  Bill  ? 

A,  I  do  not,  sir ;  I  never  had  any  connection  with  him 
of  any  nature, 

Mr.  CoLK — Well,  Mr.  Tweed,  it  is  not  necessary  for  you 
to  attend  to  all  the  suggestions  of  the  lobby. 

Witness — Well,  I  mention  that  because  if  I  don't  they 
will  go  away,  probably,  and  say  they  mentioned  it  to  my 
car,  and  say  I  didn't  pay  any  attention  to  it  I  don't  pro- 
pose to  let  them  have  it  that  way. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Well,  my  dear  sir,  if  you  take  it  upon 
jourself  to  answer  everything  everybody  says 

WrrNESs — Well,  I  don't  want  to  have  anything  of  that 
kind  said. 

Mr.  Cole— Do  you  know  whether  James  Watson,  whc 
jou  testified  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  the  Hing  frauds 
-  what  connection  he  had  with  John  Kelly  ? 

A.  He  was  clerk  for  John  Kelly  at  one  time,  when 
Kelly  was  Sheriff. 

Q.  Was  he  appointed  by  Kelly,  do  you  know  ? 

A.  1  presume  so;  Kelly  had  all  his  own  appoint- 
ments ;  of  course,  he  must  have  appointed  him. 

Q.  Was  he  in  the  Sheriffs  olBce  before  Kelly  was 
Sheriir? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  What  else  do  you  know  about  the  connection  that 
-existed  between  Watson  and  Kelly  % 

A.  1  don't  know  anything.  I  know  they  were  very 
friendly,  and  that  is  all  I  know. 
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Q.  Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  do  you  know  anything  in  connec- 
tion with  the  bills  of  John  Kelly  when  he  was  Sheriff — 
whether  there  was  any  frauds  concerning  their  collection,, 
any  money  used  to  induce  their  collection,  or  in  anywise, 
whether  there  was  any  frauds  connected  with  them,  so  far 
as  you  know,  or  have  heard  ? 

A.  I  mentioned  at  the  last  examination,  I  think,  that 
I  didn't — either  as  to  Mr.  Kelly,  Mr.  Brennan  or  Mr. 
Lynch. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  they  were  very  friendly 
—Watson  and  Kelly  ? 

A.  I  mean,  he  attended  to  his  business  a  good  deal  for 
him;  he  was  a  thorough-going  business  man,  prompt, 
accurate,  and  very  attentive. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  when  Kelly  went  out  of  office,  what 
he  did  about  Mr.  Watson  going  into  office  with  his  sue- 
cessors? 

A,  I  don't  know.  I  understood  he  was  in  with  Mr. 
Brennan  all  the  time  during  his  administration,  on  Mr. 
Kelly's  recommendation. 

Q.  And  you  recommended  him  also  f 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  almost  all  the  prominent  Demo- 
crats at  that  time  did.  I  knew  nothing  against  Mr.  Watson 
at  that  time. 

Q.  What  business,  so  far  as  you  know,  did  Watson  do- 
for  Kelly  when  he  was  Sheriff  7 

A.  I  guess  he  made  out  his  bills  against  the  county, 
attended  to  the  collections,  and,  as  a  general  things  made^ 
out  the  bills. 

Q.  Did  he  present  them  to  the  Supervisors  in  person  ? 

A.  As  a  general  thing,  he  did. 

Q.  Was  any  money  presented  to  him  as  a  percentage 
or  share  on  those  bills,  or  did  he  pay  any  to  any  parties  ? 
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A.  Nothing  to  him  or  from  him.  1  am  satisfied  of  that, 
because  I  was  either  Ohairmau  or  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  County  Offices,  to  which  all  Sheriffs  bills  were 
referred. 

Q,  Do  you  know  anything  connected  with  Mr.  John 
Kelly's  course  as  a  public  man,  which,  in  anywise,  con- 
nected him  with  the  Ring,  or  whereby  he  got  any  money 
out  of  the  City  Treasury  or  County  Treasury,  to  which 
he  was  not  entitled  ? 

A,  1  don't  know  anything  of  the  kind  ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  was  always  quarreling  with  the  King,  and  was  well 
known  to  be  opposed  to  us ;  so  much  so,  in  fact,  that  wlieii 
they  wanted  some  one  to  beat  us,  they  nominated  him  for 
Mayor.  He  left  shortly  after  that — in  1868,  I  think — and 
didn't  come  back  until  after  these  troubles — I  think  so, 
at  least.    I  understand  that  is  the  case. 

Q.  Now,  when  Kelly  was  elected  Sheriff —when  he  ran 
against  Michael  Connolly — I  want  you  to  tell  mc  anything 
you  may  know  with  regard  to  that  election,  tliat  wasn't 
straight  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  that  election.  1  don't 
think  Mr.  Morrissey  had  introduced  his  system  of  repeat- 
ers from  Philadelphia  at  that  time.  He  hadn't  on  our  side 
of  the  town,  at  least— east  side  of  the  town. 

Q.  Can  you  explain  how  Kelly  came  to  get  the  majority 
which  he  did  get  in  the  Fourth  Ward  ? 

A.  Only  from  the  fact  that  he  represented  that  ward  in 
Congress  for  a  number  of  years — two  or  three  years ;  he 
had  been  Alderman  of  the  Fourteenth  Ward.  That  was 
a  ward  populated  by  the  same  class  of  people — about  the 
same  feeling,  generally. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  the  majority  he  got  in  the 
Fourth  Ward  was  an  honest  majority  or  not  7 
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A.  1  think  go ;  no  donbt  of  it. 

Q.  Yon  know  nothing  to  the  contrary  ? 

A.  I  know  nothing  to  the  contrary. 

Q.  Now,  as  to  the  Sixth  Ward  ? 

A.  The  same  reply.  The  Fonrth,  Sixth,  and  Fourteenth 
Wards  formed  the  Congressional  District  he  had  repre- 
sented, and  the  same  applies  to  those. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  any  frauds  connected  with  his 
election  in  those  wards  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  As  regards  the  Seventh  Ward  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  cheat  for  Kelly  in  that  election  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  but  I  would  have  done  it  if  it  had  been 
necessary. 

Q.  Was  it  necessary  ?  Did  you  do  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  but  I  would  have  done  anything  to  beat 
Connolly  at  that  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  instructions  being  given  to  the 
canvassers  in  that  election  ? 

A.  1  don't  know  of  anything. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  be  exceedingly  careful  in  dealing 
with  this  matter.  I  want  to  know,  generally,  whether  you 
know  of  any  irregular  or  illegal  practices  in  that  election, 
when  Kelly  beat  Connolly? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  hear  there  were  any  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  did;  I  was  so  prejudiced  against 
Connolly  that  anything  that  was  done  against  him  woulc 
have  satisfied  me. 

Q.  Then  I  shall  repeat  my  question.    Do  you  kno' 
--  ^\d  you  hear  of  anything,  irregular  or  illeg 
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A.  I  do  not,  Bir ;  I  have  stated  positively  and  aneqoivo- 
callj  that  I  do  not. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Won't  yon  be  kind  enough  to  pnt  that 
question  to  Mr.  Tweed  moi'e  directly  in  reference  to  the 
Fourteenth  Ward  ?  That  seems  to  have  been  the  most 
decided  and  decisive  suggestion — that  the  Fourteenth  was 
used  as  against  Mr.  Kelly,  and  that  is  where  Mr.  James 
Hayes  was  at  that  time  in  charge,  and  it  was  said  there 
openly  that  the  ward  was  illegally  obtained. 

Mr.  Cole — Well,  I  will  call  your  attention  to  the  Four- 
teenth. 

A.  I  know  nothing  about  any  irregularities  there,  but 
I  think  the  Fourteenth  would  have  been  more  likely  to 
have  had  them  than  any  other  ward,  because  Mr.  Hayes 
had  charge  in  that  ward,  and  Mr.  Hayes  would  have  done 
it  for  Mr.  Kelly.  They  were  very  intimate.  Kelly  had 
known  him  from  boyhood,  and,  in  fact,  looked  upon  him 
as  one  of  his  own  boys  at  that  time. 

Q.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Tweed,  let  me  put  this  question  to 
you  :  If  you  were  in  my  position,  and  wanted  to  find  out 
whether  or  not  that  was  a  fair  election  or  a  foul  election, 
tell  me  who  would  be  most  likely  to  know  the  facts  in 
the  Fourth  Ward  ? 

A.  Alderman  Thomas  Coman,  who  was  then  Alderman 
of  the  Fourth  Ward. 

Q.  Who  else?    Some  one  I  can  get  hold  ofi 

A.  You  can  get  hold  of  Thomas  Coman  any  day. 

Q.  In  the  Sixth,  who  would  be  apt  to  know  about 
that? 

A.  Judge  Brennan — Matthew  T.  Brennan. 

Q.  Anybody  else }    Give  me  two  or  three. 

A.  Well,  Morgan  Jones. 
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Q.  As  to  tho  Fourteenth  t 

A.  I  couldn't  name  a  man  there  connected  with  the 
matter  whom  I  would  believe,  bo  therefore  it  would  be 
unwise  for  me  to  name  one  to  you. 

Q.  Who  would  be  apt  to  know  the  facts  ? 

A.  Mr.  Hayes  would  know  them. 

Q.  And  the  Seventh  ? 

A.  Myself,  and  Mr.  Alderman  Shells  would  know  it 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  I  have  exhausted  the 
suf^gestions  of  Morrissey.  If  I  have  not,  I  hope  that 
Alderman  Cowing,  who,  I  see  has  the  matter  before  him, 
will  call  my  attention  to  any  omission. 

Mr.  Cowmo — I  don't  see  any,  Mr.  Tweed,  excepting 
one  here,  Mr.  Cole  has  missed.  ^'  How  much  money  was 
"  paid  to  pass  the  first  appropriation  of  $1,500,000  for 
'^  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  and  to  whom  was  the  money 
"  given  ?  " 

WrrNESs — The  question  was  asked,  and  I  said  I  did 
know  something  about  that.  I  would  like  to  speak  a  word, 
if  you  please. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Chairman,  these  questions  I  have  asked 
so  far — my  examination  has  been  entirely  taken  up  with 
questions  which  I  see  have  been  suggested  by  Mr.  Mor- 
rissey, and  printed  in  The  Sun  of  tlie  seventeenth  of 
September,  and  this  I  have  done,  although  it  has  taken  me 
otit  of  my  regular  course,  because  I  want  the  newspapers 
and  the  public  to  understand  that  I  mean  what  I  say  when 
I  invite  them  to  put  interrogatories. 

Mr.  Tweed — May  I  speak  a  few  words  here  ?  I  read 
that  article  in  The  Sun  yesterday  and  have  carefully  pre- 
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pared  myself,  presuming  I  would  be  interrogated  npon 
it.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  concerning  the  man  who 
puts  these  questions.  (Witness  proceeds  to  read  a  papei 
concerning  Mr.  Morrissey). 

Mr.  Cowing — Mr.  Tweed,  I  am  very  sorry  that  yon 
have  felt  called  upon  to  read  such  a  thing  in  public  and  be- 
fore this  Committee.  We  are  not  authorized  to  let  a 
matter  of  that  kind  emanate  from  this  body,  and  I  for 
one,  and  as  a  member  of  the  Committee,  am  strenuously 
opposed  to  it.  In  saying  this,  I  have  nothing  to  say  for 
Mr.  Morrissey ;  but  to  use  this  Committee  for  the  purpose 
of  making  such  a  thing  public  is  wrong.  I  don't  think 
we  should  sit  here  and  allow  you  to  take  such  advantage 
as  you  have. 

Witness — Must  I  sit  here  and  be  abused  by  every  thief 
that  stands  on  the  comer,  and  wlio  chooses  to  wag  his 
tongue  at  me,  and  then  be  told  that  I  can  have  no  oppor- 
tunity of  defending  myself?  I  am  tied  hand  and  foot; 
I  am  in  jail ;  I  have  got  no  means  of  communication  with 
any  one  outside ;  I  cannot  send  out  a  messenger.  This 
man  is  in  the  streets,  free,  haunting  the  public  houses, 
hotels,  bar-rooms,  and  restaurants.  He  says  he  has  given 
me  one  dose,  and  shall  give  me  another.  Then  I  shall 
give  him  another.  This  man  has  taken  me  when  I  am  at 
a  disadvantage,  and  he  has  sent  this  paper  here  to  hurt 
me  all  he  can.  I  shall  fight  back  at  everybody  that  fights 
roe.    I  can't  be  crushed  out  because  I  am  unfortunate. 

Mr.  TowNSKND — Mr.  President,  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
when  Mr.  Tweed  places  himself  here  as  a  witness,  to  give 
all  the  evidence  he  can  here  npon  the  King,  that  when  a 
gentleman  attacks  him  in  the  paper,  that  it  is  fair  that  he 
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should  suggest  to  the  Committee,  if  he  knows,  what  the 
charactx^r  of  that  gentleman  is.  It  seems  to  mo,  that 
when  newspapers,  such  as  The  Times^  for  instance,  copies 
extracts  from  another  paper,  as  being  evidence  of  what 
Mr.  Tweed  is,  from  the  mouth  of  another  individual, 
it  is  but  fair  that  Mr.  Tweed  should  get  up  and  say  that 
it  is  not  right  that  the  public  should  judge  him  out  of 
the  mouth  of  such  an  individual.  If  all  tliis  is  true,  it 
seems  to  me  that  we  have  lost  much  time  in  listening  to 
the  thing  at  all. 

Mr.  Cowing — Possibly  not,  sir.  I  am  not  speaking  of 
the  fact  of  Mr.  Tweed  defending  himself  against  any  at- 
tacks made  upon  him,  but  I  object  to  his  using  this  Com- 
mittee as  a  means  of  making  his  defense  public.  He  has 
the  same  resort  as  Mr.  Morrissey  has  taken — the  newspa- 
pers. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  beg  leave  to  apologize  to  the  Committee, 
if  I  have  done  wrong,  and  beg  to  say  that  I  cannot  meet 
the  man  who  does  this.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  do  it, 
and  I  would  like  the  Committee  to  allow  me  to  defend 
myself  from  the  attack. 

Mr.  Cole — The  most  pertinent  questions  may  possibly 
be  put  by  even  the  greatest  thief,  and  we  hail  with  satis- 
faction questions  which  are  suggested  by  anybody ;  and 
there  comes  this  very  serious  objection  to  these  strictures, 
that  if  persons  who  propound  questions  are  to  be  attacked, 
it  will  deter  everybody  from  accepting  the  invitation  of 
this  Committee  to  propound  questions. 

Mr.  T0W21SEND— Some  time  ago  I  objected  to  your  ask- 
ing questions  of  this  kind,  and  said  tliat  they  were  all 


125 


necessarily  hearsay  questions.  Mr.  Morrissey  doesn't  pre- 
tend that  he  knows  anything  in  regard  to  those  matters. 
He  simply  says :  "  Will  Mr.  Tweed  tell  so  and  so?"  He 
doesn't  say  that  he  knows  that  if  Mr.  Tweed  answers 
fully,  he  can  tell  you  anything  about  them.  He  is  placing 
himself  before  the  community  as  one  of  those  men  who 
should  be  the  governing  class  of  the  community,  and 
he  supplies  no  answer  to  the  questions  he  puts.  Mr.  Tweed 
tells  you :  "  Those  questions  are  not  correct,"  and  he  tells 
who  the  gentleman  is  who  propounds  the  questions.  I 
think  that  is  no  more  than  fair.  These  things  arc  matters 
of  record,  and  if  Mr.  Tweed  is  not  correct,  it  can  be  easily 
proved. 

Mr.  CowTNG — ^I  move  that  what  Mr.  Tweed  read  be 
expunged  from  the  record.    Motion  carried. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — I  have  no  objection,  whatever,  if  Mr. 
Tweed  has  the  same  privilege— that  it  will  go  to  the  press 
in  the  same  way. 

Mr.  Cowing — I  have  no  doubt  it  will  go  to  the  press  in 
full  to-morrow  morning,  Mr.  Townsend. 

Mr.  Townsend — That  is  about  all  I  desire,  except  that 
I  want  the  public  to  examine  and  find  out  the  correctness 
of  it 

Mr.  Cole— I  hope  that  the  witness  will  not  hereafter 
do  any  more  than  give  answers  to  my  questions. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  will  endeavor  to  be  governed  by  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  and  the  counsel. 

Mr.  Cole — Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  with  regard — there  are 
two  or  three  questions  I  have  reserved — with  regard  to  the 
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Brooklyn  Bridge.  What  was  your  coimection  with  the 
Brooklyn  Bridget 

A.  Well,  it  is  a  long  story. 

Q,  Condense  it ;  just  tell  me  your  connection  with  it. 

A,  I  was  at  one  time  trustee  and  stockholder. 

Q,  How  much  stock  did  you  own  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was  420  shares  I  owned,  as  far  as  I  paid 
the  instalments  on  it. 

Q.  How  did  you  first  become  a  stockholder,  or  in  any- 
wise become  connected  with  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  scheme  ? 
You  can  tell  the  story  in  your  own  words. 

A.  1  don't  know  the  year ;  I  can't  name  the  year,  nor 
can  I  be  very  well  exact  in  amounts ;  but,  after  I  was  in 
the  Senate,  either  in  1868  or  1869 — 1  am  not  sure  which ; 
1868,  I  think — Mr.  Henry  C.  Murphy,  who  was  a  brother 
Senator,  called  on  me  and  stated  he  was  president  of  that 
bridge,  and  desired  to  have  the  Common  Council  author- 
ize the  Comptroller  to  issue  the  bonds,  or  give  them 
money  to  tlie  amount  of  one  and  a-half  million  dollars  for 
the  benefit  of  the  bridge.  I  told  him  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  Common  Council  at  that  time,  and  wasn't  a 
member  of  it.  "  But,"  he  said,  **  can't  you  influence 
"  them  ? "  I  told  him  I  hadn't  done  any  lobbying  business 
there,  but  I  might,  if  necessary.  Shortly  after  he  called 
again.  In  the  meantime  I  had  conversed  with  a  gentle- 
man occupying  a  position  in  the  Board  of  Aldermen 
which  entitled  him  to  credence,  and  he  told  me  the 
appropriation  could  be  passed  by  paying  for  it  I  asked 
him  how  much  was  necessary,  and  I  forget  how  much  he 
told  me ;  it  was  either  fifty-five  or  sixty-five  thousand  was 
agreed  upon.  I  informed  Mr.  Murphy  of  that  fact.  He 
told  me  to  go  ahead  and  make  the  negotiation.  I  did  so, 
and  the  money  was  authorized  to  be  appropriated  or  bonds 
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iesTied.  I  can't  tell  the  manner  in  which  it  was  done,  but 
that  was  the  result.  The  Brooklyn  Bridge  got  $1,500,000, 
or  were  authorized  to  get  a  million  and  a-half.  The 
bonds  were  issued,  and  after  that  Mr.  Murphy  called 
upon  me  and  said  he  had  so  much — live  or  ten  thousand 
dollars  short — and  I  then  proposed  that  Mr.  Sweeney, 
Mr.  Smith,  and  myself  should  pay  that,  and  go  into  tlie 
direction  of  the  bridge.  He  finally  agreed,  and  we  did, 
and  subscribed  to  the  stock;  not  directly,  but  a  little  while 
after  that.  I  paid  the  balance  of  the  money  into  Mr. 
Thomas  Coman's  hands — either  fifty-five  or  sixty-five 
thousand  dollars. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Henry  C.  Murphy  that  you  were 
going  to  get  the  necessary  ordinance  passed  by  paying  for 
it? 

A.  That  was  the  understanding. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  subsequently  that  you  had  done  it! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  you  had  paid  either  fifty  or  sixty  thousand 
^dollars  to  the  Board  of  Aldermen  ? 

A.  1  think  it  was  sixty  or  sixty-five. 

Q.  What  members  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  got  the 
money  ?    Do  you  know  I 

A.  That  I  know  nothing  about,  except  as  far  as  regards 
the  gentlemen  with  whom  I  had  dealings. 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  have  dealings  ? 

A.  Mr.  Thomas  Coman. 

Q.  You  gave  him  the  sum  of  money  to  be  paid,  in 
bulk,  to  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  t 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  informed  Mr.  Henry  0.  Murphy  that  yon 
had  done  so  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  pay  for  your  subscription  to  the  stock  ? 

A.  I  paid  twenty  per  cent 

Q.  How  much  in  money  I 

A.  Eighty-four  hundred  dollars,  I  guess — ^twenty  per 
cent,  of  four  hundred  and  twenty  shares.  I  am  speaking 
about  what  I  paid  for  my  four  hundred  and  twenty  shares. 

Q.  What  Board  of  Aldermen  was  it  that  made  the 
appropriation,  and  in  what  year  was  it  7 

A.  I  can't  tell  now  from  my  memory.  I  ask  to  be 
furnished  with  the  books  to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  Will  you  find  out  from  the  books? 

A.  I  will  find  out  from  the  books,  if  I  am  furnished 
with  the  books. 

Q.  Who  were  all  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Alder- 
men at  the  time  this  ordinance  was  passed  ? 

A.  Well,  that,  of  course,  I  can't  tell  you.  It  is  a  matter 
of  detail  that  may  be  very  easily  settled.  I  will  read  them 
ofE  to  you  from  the  book. 

Q.  I  see  in  a  list  of  the  subscribers  to  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge — individual  subscribers — William  M.  Tweed,  forty- 
two  thousand  dollars.     Did  you  pay  forty-two  thousand  ? 

A.  I  paid  forty-two  hundred — one-fifth  of  it;  no,  I 
mean  eighty-four  hundred. 

Q.  What  became  of  your  stock  ? 

A.  I  sold  it 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A.  To  Mr.  Devlin.  My  son  sold  it  to  him ;  I  gave  it 
to  my  son. 

Q.  What,  Devlin  ? 

A.  Charles  Devlin. 

Q.  I  see  also  in  that  list  of  individual  subscribers, 
Peter  B.  Sweeney,  $42,000.  Do  you  know  whether  he 
did  pay  that  7 


129 


A.  Nobody  paid  $42,000,  for  before  the  subscriptions 
were  called  in,  the  bridge  passed  out  of  the  hands  of  stock- 
holders into  the  hands  of  the  two  cities,  by  a  special  law. 

Q.  And  those  stockholders — yourself,  Hugh  Smith, 
Richard  B.  Connolly  and  Peter  B.  Sweeney 

A,  I  don't  know  anything  in  connection  with  this 
bridge,  except  as  regards  myself. 

Q.  As  far  as  yon  are  concerned,  you  only  paid  twenty 
per  cent  on  the  $42,000. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  it  is  your  information  that  the  others  did  the 
same  thing  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  inducement  was  held  out  to  you  to  become 
a  stockholder  in  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  ? 

-4.  As  the  law  then  read,  $500,000,  subscribed  by 
individual  stockholders,  would  control  the  entire  bridge — 
the  appropriations,  expenditures  of  money,  and  supplies 
and  everything. 

Q,  According  to  the  law,  as  it  then  stood,  my  under- 
standing is  this — see  whether  it  was  yours :  That  the  City 
of  New  York  subscribed  $1,500,000;  that  the  City  of 
Brooklyn  subscribed  $3,000,000,  and  the  other  $500,000 
was  subscribed  for  by  individual  subscribers,  of  whom 
you,  Smith,  Sweeney,  and  Connolly  were  four? 

A.  My  memory  to-day — because  I  have  not  refreshed 
my  memory  on  that  point — is  that  we  three — Mr.  Smith, 
Mr.  Sweeney,  any  myself — first  subscribed  for  560  shares, 
and  then  we  gave  an  equal  portion  of  all  our  shares  to 
Mr.  Connolly,  who  afterwards  subscribed. 

Q.  According  to  the  law,  as  it  then  stood,  the  individual 

subscribers  controlled  the  action  of  the  entire  corporation  ? 

A.  If  my  memory  serves  me  right,  the  man  who  sub- 
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scribed  ten  shares  had  as  mnch  to  say  as  the  City  of  New 
York,  with  its  one-and-a-half  millions,  or  the  City  of 
Brooklyn  with  its  three  millions  of  dollars.  That  is  my 
nnderstanding. 

Q,  Now,  how  did  you  expect  to  be  benefited  by  becom- 
ing one  of  the  subscribers  to  this  bridge  ? 

A.  I  expected  that  when  the  bridge  was  built  by  the 
citizens  of  New  York  and  Brooklyn,  and  with  their  money 
mostly,  it  would  be  a  well-paying  dividend  stock.  Then 
we  expected  to  get  the  employment  of  a  great  many 
laborei-Sy  and  an  expenditure  of  the  money  for  the  difFerent 
articles  required  to  build  the  bridge. 

Q.  You  mean  to  say  you  expected  to  get  a  percentage 
out  of  the  materials  and  labor  upon  the  bridge  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  an  understanding  with  anybody  that  you 
should  do  so  i 

A.  There  was  no  direct  understanding — a  kind  of  an 
implied  understanding. 

Q.  How  did  it  come  to  pass,  or  did  it  come  to  pass, 
within  your  knowledge,  that  Mr.  Kingsley  should  have  a 
percentage  upon  all  the  moneys  which  were  expended 
in  behalf  of  that  bridge  t 

A.  At  that  time  it  was  understood  by  myself,  and,  I 
guess,  by  the  others,  that  architects  whojsuperintended 
the  erection  of  the  building  should  got  a  per  cent  upon 
everytliing ;  and  Mr.  Kingsley  had  advanced  considerable 
money  to  affect  legislation  in  Washington,  and  in  Albany, 
and  in  New  York  and  Brooklyn,  I  think ;  and  he  was 
really  superintending  everything,  and  attending  to  pretty 
much  everything — buying  everything — and  he  agreed 
with  the  board  of  directors  to  do  it  for  a  percentage — 
with  tlie  directors  or  trustees. 
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Q.  Did  the  board  agree  to  give  him  a  percentage  oo  all 
this? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  percentage  7 

A.  Fifteen  per  cent. 

Q.  Well,  suppose  the  records  of  the  directors  of  that 
ix^mpany  should  show  that  there  is  an  erasure  wherever 
the  words  "  fifteen  per  cent."  occur,  and  "  five  per  cent" 
written  in,  as  the  pay  to  be  gotten  by  Kingsley,  what  is 
jour  recollection  about  that  circumstance,  if  any  ? 

A.  My  recollection  is  at  present  that  it  was  fifteen 
per  cent 

Q.  As  his  commissions  npon  all  purchases  made  for 
the  bridge? 

A.  Upon  everything. 

Q.  Did  it  strike  you  gentlemen  that  that  was  a  sort 
of  stifiP  commission  to  pay  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  it  did.  I  don't  know  that  we 
«ver  figurad  it  up. 

Q.  Was  he  to  divide  the  fifteen  per  cent  with  you  ? 

A^  I  had  no  understanding  with  him,  sir ;  I  don't  know 
anything  about  the  rest. 

Q.  He  was  to  have  the  whole  of  that  fifteen  per 
cent  I 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  only  understanding  I  had  with  Mr. 
Kingsley  was  that  he  was  to  pay  the  balance  of  my  stock, 
after  I  paid  the  instalment  of  twenty  per  cent  of  my 
stock. 

Q.  Oh  1  he  was !  After  you  paid  the  twenty  per  cent 
on  your  stock,  Mr.  Kingsley  was  to  pay  the  balance  of 
it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  to  do  that  for  the  others  t 
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A.  1  think  he  wftfl,  but  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Did  ho  pay  the  balanco  on  your  stock! 

A.  He  did,  as  far  as  it  was  called  for.  In  two  cases, 
each  for  ten  per  cent.,  making  twenty  per  cent,  in  all. 

Q.  Without  any  reimbursements  by  you? 

A,  After  my  troubles  commenced  I  think  I  assigned 
the  whole  of  the  stock  back  to  him,  the  whole  four  hun^ 
dred  and  twenty  shares  with  forty  per  cent,  paid  on  it,  in 
order  that  he  might  have  what  he  advanced  to  me.  The 
matter  didn't  go  through,  and  I  paid  him  what  he  paid  on 
it  for  me,  that  is  he  paid  one-half  of  what  was  paid,  and 
I  gave  him  one-half  of  my  interest.  He  afterwards  trans- 
ferred to  me  or  my  son,  1  forget  which. 

Q.  Were  those  transfere  to  you  or  your  son,  and  back 
again,  without  any  further  consideration  ? 

A.  Without  any  further  consideration  whatever. 

Q.  And  did  you  consider  that  these  assignments  from 
you  to  him,  and  from  him  back  again  to  your  son,  had 
any  connection  with  that  matter  in  the  board  of  directors 
for  voting  him  this  fifteen  per  cent,  on  all  expenditures? 

A.  I  did  not.  lie  had  no  benefit  for  doing  what  he 
did  for  me.  I  repaid  him  what  he  paid,  and  he  paid  it  for 
the  full  face  of  it,  I  think. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  action  of  the  Board  of  directors 
or  trustees  of  the  bridge  company,  whereby  Kingsley's 
original  percentage  of  fifteen  per  cent,  was  reduced  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  an  account  some wheres,  that  it  was  re- 
duced. 

Q.  Do  you  know  it  as  a  director  or  trustee  I 

A.  No,  sir;  it  was  done  after  my  troubles  commenced, 
and  I  left  the  direction. 

Q,  Well,  now,  was  that  fifteen  per  cent.,  Mr.  Tweed,  all 
intended  to  go  to  Kingsley? 
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A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief  it  wa& 

Q,  How  much  did  yon  trustees  or  directors  expect  the 
bridge  to  cost  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  think  young  Mr.  Boebling  made  an  estimate  that 
it  would  cost  in  the  neighborhood  of  $6,000,000. 

Q,  Fifteen  per  cent,  upon  $6,000,000— 

A.  Is  $900,000. 

Q.  And  were  you  directors  to  give  that  much  to  Mr. 
Kingsley,  for  simply  buying  the  material  for  that 
bridge  ? 

A.  That  was  the  idea ;  he  was  to  pay  for  the  balance 
of  my  stock,  I  told  you.  I  was  to  have  four  hundred  and 
twenty  shares  of  stock,  at  $100  a  share,  and  pay  only 
$8,400  for  it. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  with  regard  to  elections— to  the 
management  of  the  elections  for  the  city  and  county  offi- 
cers— and  generally,  the  elections  for  the  city  and  county  : 
When  you  were  in  office,  did  the  King  control  the  elections 
in  this  city  at  that  time  ? 

A.  They  did,  sir;  absolutely. 

Q.  Please  tell  me  what  the  modus  operandi  of  that 
was.    How  did  you  control  the  election? 

A.  Well,  each  ward  had  a  representative  man,  who 
would  sontrol  matters  in  his  own  ward,  and  whom  the 
various  members  of  the  general  committee  were  to  look  up 
to  for  advice  how  to  control  the  elections. 

Q.  The  General  Committee  of  Tammany  Hall  ? 

A.  Of  the  regular  organization. 

Q.  What  advice  ?     Wliat  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

A,  Why,  what  to  do. 

Q.  What  were  they  to  do,  in  case  you  wanted  a  partic- 
ular man  elected  over  another  ? 

A.  Count  the  ballots  in  bulk,  or  without  counting  them 
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annoance  the   result  in  bulk,  or  change  from  one  to  tbe 
other,  as  the  case  may  have  been. 

Q,  Then  these  elections  really  were  no  elections  at  all  ? 
The  ballots  were  made  to  bring  about  any  result  that  yoa 
determined  upon  beforehand  ? 

A.  The  ballots  made  no  result ;  the  counters  made  th» 
result 

Q.  That  couldn't  have  been  done  without  local  aid  some- 
where, could  it? 

A.  That  was  generally  done  in  every  ward  by  the  gen- 
tleman who  had  charge  of  the  ward. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  just  take  up  the  wards,  from  the 
."First  Ward  down,  and  toll  me  who  it  was  who  were  kind 
enough  to  fix  the  election  for  you  ? 

A.  I  will  name  who  had  charge  of  each  ward.  They 
didn't  all  of  them  do  that  kind  of  work,  however. 

Q.  I  would  prefer  you  to  answer  the  question  as  I  put 
it,  and  name  only  those  men  whom  yon  know  to  have 
something  to  do  with  what  is  vulgarly  called  "  stuffing  the 
"  ballot-box,"  in  other  words,  controlling  the  elections  I 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Then  I  object  to  his  answering  the 
question  at  all.  It  is  something  he  must  have  been  told 
by  somebody,  and  it  must  be  nothing  but  heai*8ay  evidence. 
He  tells  you  the  general  practice  and  you  may  draw  your 
inference  from  that ;  but  asking  him  in  each  case,  for  a> 
series  of  years,  "  Who  did  it  ?"  why,  he  can't  tell  it  He 
can  tell  those  who  had  charge  of  the  wards. 

Mr.  Cole — ^I  am  trying  to  inform  myself  simply  as  te 
what  this  witness  knows,  and  I  don't  care  what  the  form 
of  the  witness'  answer  is. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — What  I  object  to  is  this :    I  object  to 
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anything  he  says  anyone  had  to  do  with  the  stuffing  of  the 
ballot-boxes.  It  was  necessarily  done  when  Mr.  Tweed 
was  absent,  and  it  must  be  from  hearsay  information,  and 
he  must  have  heard  it.  But  then  I  don't  object  to  his 
giving  the  names  of  the  persons  in  charge  of  those  wards. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Tweed,  did  you  ever  give  any  directions 
to  any  persons,  to  falsify  or  change  the  result  of  the  actual 
ionafide  ballots  cast  in  any  election  ? 

A.  More  in  the  nature  of  a  request  than  a  direction. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  suggest  to  anybody 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  any  of  the  persons  to  whom  you  made  this 
request  or  suggestion,  agree  with  you  that  they  would  do 
so? 

A.  My  impression  is  that  they  did.  In  fact,  the  result 
carried  it  out  that  they  did,  anyhow. 

Q.  Well,  now,  after  such  a  request,  did  the  results  in 
any  case  indicate  to  you  that  your  request  had  been  com- 
plied with? 

A.  They  did,  sir. 

Q,  Well,  now,  will  you  state  to  the  Committee  the 
names  of  all  persons,  so  far  as  you  can  recollect,  to  whom 
you  made  such  requests,  when  the  results  indicated  to 
your  mind  that  your  request  had  been  complied  with  ? 

A,  It  is  a  matter  of  perfect  impossibility.  I  have  talked 
to  pretty  much  every  man  in  the  ward,  who  was  a  politi- 
cian or  an  active  man,  and  the  leaders  in  every  ward ;  but 
I  cannot  tell  the  general  conversation,  nor  the  results 
which  came  from  such  conversations.  I  can  give  the 
names  of  the  parties  who  controlled. 

Mr.  CoLB — But  we  might  do  a  great  injustice  to  indi- 
viduals, and  I  am  seeking  to  avoid  that,  as  I  have  all  along. 
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I  shall  take  the  wards  seriatim^  and  ask  you.  With 
respect  to  the  First  Ward,  will  you  please  state  if  you  ever 
gave  any  directions  to  anybody  in  the  First  Ward,  daring 
any  time  that  you  were  connected  with  city  politics,  the 
indication  of  which  was  to  induce  anybody  to  falsify  the 
ballot  ? 

A.  I  say  I  can  answer  "  Yes  "  to  that,  to  every  ward  in 
the  city — the  whole  twenty-two  wards. 

Q.  To  whom  did  yon  give  such  directions  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  the  names,  because  we  were 
changing  every  year.  One  year  one  man  was  in  control, 
and  another  year  another  man ;  and  wo  had  to  go  to  the 
man  in  whom  we  had  the  most  confidence. 

Mr.  Cowing — Are  there  any  lists  which  would  refresh 
yonr  memory? 

A.  !No,  sir;  my  papers  are  all  destroyed. 

Q.  Can  you  think  of  any  list  that  the  Committee  can 
furnish  you,  which  will  help  you  ? 

A.  I  do  not 

Q.  Would  the  Tammany  list  of  the  General  Committee 
furnish  you  with  information  on  that  point! 

A.  If  I  could  bring  my  mind  to  remember  who  was  the 
controlling  man  in  the  different  wards  I  might  point  them 
out  to  you.  But  they  kept  coming  and  going  every  year, 
like  shadows.  One  day  a  man  would  be  in  power  and 
the  next  day  out  of  power. 

Mr.  Cole — Can  you  recollect  at  this  time  any  persons  7 

A.  I  can  give  you  the  names  of  persons  who  con- 
trolled in  the  various  wards.  Beyond  that  I  can't  go,  and 
I  couldn't  tell  what  year  it  was  they  had  control. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  these  persons  you  say  had 
control  of  the  organizations  were  persons  to  whom  you 
gave  these  instructions,  or  made  the  requests  ? 
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A.  Ab  a  general  thing. 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  names  of  all  persons  to  whom 
you  gave  such  instructions,  or  made  such  requests? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  anybody.  I  can't  give  any  names. 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  give  the  names,  because  there  is 
no  man  whom  1  have  any  regard  for  or  would  screen  in 
any  position.  I  am  here  to  tell  the  whole  truth,  and  1 
will  do  it.    It  is  hard  to  do  it,  but  I  will  bear  it 

Mr.  TowNSBND — The  questions  might  be  asked  as  to 
what  particular  individual  he  gave  the  instructions.  He 
couldn't  tell  you.  As  far  as  I  can  understand  certain 
persons  controlled  the  organizations  in  the  different  wards ; 
that  whatever  instructions  were  given  were  through  those 
leaders  in  certain  wards. 

Mr.  TwBBD — If  I  supposed  any  man  guilty,  that  I  could 
give  his  name,  I  would  give  his  name,  but  I  haven't  got 
any  name  that  I  suppose.  I  shall  think  the  matter  over 
between  ^now  and  next  meeting,  and  if  I  can  think  of 
any  other  names  I  shall  give  them,  but  I  can't  now  and 
don't  think  I  can  by  the  next  meeting. 

Mr.  Cowing — ^Mr.  Tweed,  have  you  any  personal 
knowledge  of  fraudulent  naturalization  papers  being 
issued  in  1868 1 

A.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  it,  sir.  I  have  no 
doubt  but  what  such  was  the  fact,  however. 

Mr.  CoLB — ^Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  you  said  at  the  last  meet- 
ing that  you  paid  Mr.  Hugh  Hastings  $20,000. 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  For  his  services  in  relation  to  the  passage  of  the 
Oharter  of  1870,  and  that  you  paid  him  in  a  check,  and 
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that  you  could  produce  the  checks,  and  I  asked  you  to  do 
80.     Will  you  do  BO  7 

A.  I  will,  sir,  with  pleasure.  (Check  produced.)  Since 
the  last  meeting,  I  have  posted  myself  a  little  upon  dates 
in  those  matters,  and  I  find  the  charter  passed  upon  Tues- 
day, the  fifth  of  April,  1870.  On  the  ensuing  Saturday 
I  was  in  New  York,  when  Mr.  Hastings  called  on  me  and 
got  that  check.     So  he  didn't  wait  long  for  his  money. 

Q,  What  did  you  give  Mr.  Hastings  this  check  for  ? 

A.  For  his  advice,  information,  and  exertions  to  pass 
what  was  called  the  Tweed  or  Frear  Charter. 

Q.  What  was  his  advice  ? 

A,  I  have  narrated  exactly,  at  the  last  meeting.  His 
first  advice  was  to  make  sure  of  having  all  the 
Republican  Senators.  We  should  have  the  cancns 
and  he  would  act  with  me  in  effecting  that  result 
That  was  what  was  effected.  He  then  asked  me 
if  I  had  Mr.  Woodin.  T  said  "No."  He  asked  me 
whom  I  did  have.  I  told  him  Mr.  Winslow  I  thought 
would  go  with  me,  and  Wood  and  Minier.  He  said  "  Yoa 
"had  better  get  Mr.  Woodin,  because  he  is  a  very  power- 
"ful  active  man,  and  a  good  talker."  I  asked  him  if  it 
was  safe  to  talk  to  him.  He  said:  "Yes."  I  said  I 
would  try  to  have  a  talk  with  him,  and  I  did  the  next  day. 

Q,  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  intended  to  pay  the  Sen- 
ators money  for  supporting  this  charter  t 

A.  That  was  understood — that  I  had  to  pay. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  you  talked  of  it  ? 

A.  I  am  not  positive  that  I  told  him  so,  but  I  am  pos- 
itive as  I  can  be  of  anything  that  happened  several  years 
ago. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  other  dealings  of  a  similar 
chu'acter  with  Mr.  Hastings  f 
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A,  I  had  such  dealings  with  him  for  the  passage  of  the 
city  tax-levies  for  years. 

Q.  What  kind  of  dealings? 

A.  Employing  him  to  work  for  us,  and  had  articles 
inserted,  and  paid  him  for  it. 

Q.  Was  he  then  editing  the  newspaper  f 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  a  Democratic  or  Bepublican  newspaper} 

A.  Bepnblicau  paper. 

Q.  Was  this  bill — this  charter  of  1870  was  the  charter 
that  yon  say  emanated  from  Tammany  Hall  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  a  Democratic  measure  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  all  the  Republican  Senators  voted  for  it  but 
onef 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  was 

A.  Mr.  Thayer,  of  Troy,  Rensselaer  County. 

Q.  What  other  dealings  have  you  had  with  Mr. 
Hastings  ? 

A.  I  frequently  employed  him  for  legislative  pnrposea. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  Democrats  ? 

A.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  check — two  checks.  As 
Mr.  Hastings  said,  the  money  was  handed  over  when 
anything  was  to  be  done,  and  that  was  the  end  of  it. 
That  check,  I  am  not  sure,  was  paid  to  Hastings ;  I  think 
it  was.  The  other  I  am  sure  was — that  draft  I  am  as 
positive  of  that  as  I  can  be  of  most  anything. 

Q.  For  what  other  bills  did  you  ever  employ  Mr. 
Hastings? 

A.  To  defeat  the  bill  taking  the  Dock  Department  out 
of  the  Street  Commissioner's  office. 
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Q.  Pay  any  money  for  that? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  mnch} 

A.  Oh,  I  don't  recollect.  I  was  constantly  doing  that 
kind  of  work  with  him,  and  constantly  paying  him,  and  I 
don't  recollect.  He  was  only  one  of  a  great  many  there 
doing  that  kind  of  business. 

Q.  You  have  handed  up  a  draft  drawn  by  Henry 
Smith  upon  William  M.  Tweed,  to  the  order  of  Hugh  J. 
Hastings,  dated  29th  April,  1865,  endorsed  "accepted" 
by  yourself,  and  endorsed  "  Hugh  J.  Hastings,"  for  $5,500  ? 

A.  That  must  have  been  a  draft  of  the  same  nature, 
paid  for  legislative  purposes 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  this  was  for? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir.    I  only  found  that  among  my  papers. 

Q.  How  often  did  the  Board  of  Audit  meet  as  a  Board 
of  Audit?  The  Board  of  Audit  under  the  tax-levy — 
yourself.  Hall,  and  Connolly  ? 

A.  It  never  met. 

Q.  Well,  now,  in  the  Ring  suits,  a  paper  has  been 
offered  in  evidence,  which  purports  to  be  the  minutes  of  a 
meeting  of  the  Board  of  Audit,  which  was  held  at  the 
Comptroller's  office  on  the  5th  of  May,  1870  ? 

A.  If  I  speak  about  that  I  will  have  to  tell  the  whole 
history  of  it. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  this  paper  ?  (Paper  handed  to  wit- 
ness.) Now,  it  has  been  testified  in  the  courts,  in  all  these 
Ring  suits,  that  that  paper  was  found  in  a  safe  in  the 
Comptroller's  office,  by  the  Deputy  Comptroller,  under 
the  administration  of  Connolly.  What  do  you  know 
about  that  paper  ? 

A.  After  the  attack  was  made  upon  the  Ring  in  1871, 
by  the  Times^  we  were  in  the  habit  of  meeting  daily,  or 
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at  least  three  times  a  week — sometimes  daily — at  my  pri- 
vate office,  85  Duane  street — that  is,  Mr.  Sweeney,  Pres- 
ident of  the  Commissioners  of  Parks;  Mr.  Uall,  as 
Mayor,  and  Mr.  Connolly,  as  Comptroller,  and  myself,  as 
Commissioner  of  Public  Works,  and  our  clerk  Mr.  Cor- 
son. Shortly  after  the  expose  in  the  TimeSj  Mr.  Hall 
came  to  one  of  those  meetings  with  this  paper,  which  is, 
I  tliink,  in  his  own  handwriting.  He  submitted  it  to  me, 
and  I  said  I  didn't  know  anything  about  it,  and  asked 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  it.  He  said  if  we  signed  that 
paper  (he  had  already  signed  it) — he  said  that  if  Mr. 
Connolly  and  myself  signed  it,  it  would  be  of  great  use 
to  us  if  any  prosecution  should  be  commenced  against  us 
in  these  Ring  transactions.  I  consulted  Mr.  Connolly, 
and  ho  and  myself  both  signed  it,  and  it  was  handed  to 
Mr.  Hall.  I  heard  nothing  more  about  it  after  that  until 
the  trial  of  Mr.  Hall,  or  my  own  trial,  for  misdemeanor, 
I  think  it  was  my  own  trial,  when  Mr.  Storrs  testified  to 
the  manner  in  which  he  found  it,  where,  I  think,  it  had 
been  placed  for  him  to  find  by  Connolly  or  Hall. 

Q.  When  was  it  tliat  it  was  first  shown  to  you  by  Mayor 
Hall,  and  signed  by  you  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  August  or  July,  1871 ;  I  think  it 
was  in  August,  1871,  at  my  office  in  Duane  street,  85. 

Q.  And  no  such  meeting  ever  took  place  ? 

A.  No  such  meeting  ever  took  place. 

Q.  And  no  meeting  ever  took  place? 

A.  No  meeting  ever  took  place. 

Q.  And  the  audit  of  all  those  bills  was  no  audit  at  all? 
That  is,  by  the  Board  of  Audit,  except  by  individuals? 

A.  Except  by  individuals. 

Pretended  minutes  of  the  meeting  of  the  Board  of 
Audit  are  endorsed  :   '^  Meeting  of  Commissioners  Hall, 
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qnestions  from  recollection  where  data  caa  be  found  in 
the  books.  Now  just  the  other  day  I  made  some  errors  in 
testifying  about  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  when,  if  I  had  had 
the  books  half  an  hoar  I  coald  have  answered  correctly. 

Q.  Yon  can  think  in  two  minutes  when  you  were  a 
director. 

A.  I  think  it  was  1870  or  1871 ;  no,  before  that,  1868  or 
1869. 

Q.  Were  you  a  stockholder  ? 

A.  I  was,  that  is,  there  was  stock  standing  in  my  name. 

Q.  Were  you  a  stockholder  before  you  became  a  di- 
rector? 

A,  That  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Will  you  state  how  you  came  to  be  a  director  ? 

A.  Before  the  Legislature  adjourned ;  either  that  of 
1868  or  1869,  or  about  the  time  they  were  adjourning, 
Mr.  Hastings  brought  me  in  connection  with  Mr.  Oould, 
whom  I  had  been  opposing  all  the  session,  and  after  I 
came  to  New  York  Mr.  Gould  called  and  stated  he 
would  like  to  bring  Mr.  Fisk  to  see  me.  I  said  I  had  no 
objection,  and  he  brought  him;  and  we  had  a  long  talk 
together — Fisk,  Gould  and  myself.  That  was  the  firet 
time  that  I  ever  came  into  connection  with  Mr.  Fisk. 

Q.  What  was  that  first  talk  about? 

A.  They  wanted  an  injunction  at  that  time  against  Mr. 
Vanderbilt  and  Mr.  Drew  and  some  others  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  Erie  direction.  They  proposed  to  get  some 
advantages  by  it.  I  do  not  know  now  what  the  advan- 
tages were,  but  I  knew  at  the  time. 

Q.  What  did  they  want  you  to  get  I 

A.  They  wanted  me  to  see  Judge  Barnard,  or  some 
other  judge,  and  have  it  granted. 

Q,  Did  they  oflFer  you  an  inducement  ? 


145 


A.  I  declined  having  anything  to  do  with  the  matter 
then,  but  I  consalted  Mr.  Sweeney  that  day  some  time,  and 
also  Mr.  Connolly  I  think — certainly  Mr.  Sweeney ;  and 
they  called  the  next  day  to  see  me  again,  and  we  talked 
over  the  matter.  They  said  they  would  bring  me  into  the 
direction,  and  said  they  would  bring  me  some  stock  and 
give  me  a  chance  to  make  money  in  them.  I  consented  to 
go  in  with  them  and  I  did.  At  the  next  election  I  was 
elected  a  director ;  and  I  don't  know  but  what  I  was  a 
director  before.  At  the  time  I  was  elected  I  had  no  stock 
of  my  own,  but  they  had  five  or  ten  shares,  I  understood, 
that  they  kept  to  elect  directors  on.  If  they  wanted  a 
director  they  transferred  one  share  of  this  stock  to  the 
man  they  wanted  to  make  director;  two,  two;  three, 
three ;  four,  four ;  five,  five.  1  don't  know  but  what  they 
had  ten  or  fifteen  shares  for  that  purpose. 

Q,  Just  as  near  as  you  can,  repeat  the  first  conversation 
you  had  with  Gould  ? 

A.  I  can  repeat  nothing  but  generalities. 

Q.  Tell  us  what  was  the  substance  of  the  conversation 
then? 

A.  That  I  cannot  do,  except  as  I  have  already  stated. 

Q.  They  wanted  an  injunction,  and  they  wanted  you  to 
go  to  some  jadge  and  procure  the  injunction,  and  that  sub- 
seqaently  they  would  make  you  a  director  in  the  road  if 
you  would  do  it  for  that  purpose  ? 

A.  If  I  would  work  with  them  in  other  matters. 

Q.  Was  this  injunction  one  of  the  matters  7 

A.  1  suppose  so,  that  was  what  they  wanted  done. 

Q,  And  thereafter  you  were  made  a  director  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  your  impression  is  that  some  stock  was  put  down 
to  your  name  ? 

to 
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A .  I  was  told  that  some  stock  was  pat  in  my  name. 

Q,  You  never  paid  any  money  for  that  stock  at  that 
time  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  carry  out  your  part  of  the  bargain 
with  resjard  to  the  injunction  ? 

A.  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  Tell  us  what  you  did. 

A.  I  took  the  papers  which  they  had  prepared  by  their 
Counsel,  and  took  it  to  a  Judge — a  friend  of  mine  at  that 
time. 

Q.  What  Judge  I 

A.  One  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Q.  Name? 

A.  Barnard. 

Q,  George  G.  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Who  were  the  counsel  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  The  Erie  Railroad  was  con- 
stantly changing  their  counsel  in  tlie  variety  of  the  suits 
thcv  had. 

Q.  Well,  tell  us  what  transpired  with  the  Judge  ? 

A,  I  spoke  to  George  Barnard  about  it,  he  looked  over 
the  papers,  and  said,  '^  it  was  all  right," — they  were  entitled 
to  it,  and  he  granted  it. 

Q,  Well,  did  you  offer  any  sort  of  inducement  to 
Judge  Barnard  to  do  it  ? 

A.  I  asked  him  to  do  it  as  an  act  of  friendship  for 
me. 

Q.  Was  that  all  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  at  that  time  I  was  the  best  friend  he  ever 
had.  I  nominated  him,  and  stood  by  him  and  he  owed 
ills  position  to  me.     I  risked  my  life  to  get  it  for  him. 
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Q.  Did  he  ever  get  anything,  as  far  as  yoa  know,  for 
this  injanction? 

^.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did.  I  do  not  believe  that  he 
-did. 

Q.  Well,  now,  you  say  that  was  the  first  transaction 
with  the  Erie  Bailroad  Company,  in  managing  the  Erie 
Bailroad  Company.  When  was  the  next  time  that  you 
came  into  contact  with  them  ? 

A.  I  cannot  state ;  it  went  right  along  from  that  time 
till  I  got  in  trouble,  and  all  the  time  I  was  in  trouble  while 
Mr.  Fisk  lived. 

Q.  Did  you  do  any  more  work  with  the  judges  for 
themt 

A.  Never  direct  Shortly  after  that,  I  introduced  Mr. 
Fisk  to  Mr.  Barnard,  and  he  became  as  intimate  as  I  was 
with  him,  and  attended  to  that  part  of  the  business 
himself.  He  had  more  time  to  waste  on  him  than  I 
did,  and  Barnard  was  a  man  who  needed  that  kind  of 
thing. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  "  Wasting  time  on  him  ? " 

A.  Oh !  well,  you  had  to  waste  much  time  with  him — 
be  around  with  him  a  good  deal,  coax  him,  and  make 
him  believe  he  was  a  great  man — pat  him  on  his  back. 

Q,  That  was  the  only  time  you  ever  got  anv  favors  from 
judges  for  the  Erie  Railroad  ? 

A.  That  is  the  only  time  I  recollect. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  serve  the  Erie  Railroad  in  any  capacity, 
at  Albany  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  was  their  agent  in  Albany. 

Q.  Well,  in  what  capacity  ? 

A.  I  was  their  agent  in  Albany  ? 

Q,  What  kind  of  agent  ? 

A.  I  did  all  the  business  they  had  to  do  there.    ' 
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•*    Q,  Yon  mean  with  the  Legislature  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  anything  they  had  to  do  in  Albany,  I 
attended  to  for  them  before  the  Legislature.  Any  matter 
that  required  management,  I  generally  managed  for 
them. 

Q,  Did  yon  ever,  by  the  directions  of  any  officer  or 
director  of  the  Erie  Railroad,  seek  to  influence  Legislators 
in  their  official  duty  ? 

A.  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  now,  will  you  tell  me  as  to  what  bills,  and 

A.  I  can't ;  I  am  in  the  same  condition  as  a  man  who 
is  a  good  swimmer — you  tie  his  hands  and  throw  him  into 
the  water,  and  say :  "  Swim,  you  know  you  are  a  good 
swimmer,''  but  he  will  drown.  I  cannot  say  anything 
without  the  information  from  books  and  data;  give  me 
tliose,  and  I  may  be  able  to  refresh  my  memory,  and  I 
will  tell  you  all  1  know  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  CoLB — We  will  try  and  give  them  to  you  one  of 
these  days. 

Q,  Don't  you  remember  any  bills  in  the  passage  of 
which  you  acted  as  a  lobbyist  for  the  Erie  Railroad  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  distinctly  ;  no,  sir. 

Q,  No  particular  one  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Fisk  or 
Gould,  with  regard  to  influencing  the  Legislature  ? 

A,  I  did,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  receive  any  money  from  either  Fisk  or 
Gould  to  be  used  in  bribing  the  I/egislature  ? 

A,  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  remember  any  particular  occurrence  of  that 
sort  now  ? 

A.  I  cannot  now.    They  were  of  frequent  occurrenca 
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Kot  only  did  I  receive  money,  bnt  I  find  by  an  examination 
of  the  papers,  that  everybody  else  who  received  money 
from  the  Erie  Railroad  charged  it  to  me. 

Q.  Yon  say  that  you  received  money  from  either  one  or 
the  otlier — did  you  ever  receive  money  from  both  ? 

A.  I  received  from  each  of  them  ;  yes,  sir.  They  were 
both  about  the  same,  as  I  said  the  other  day. 

Mr.  Cole — Yes ;  but  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
fact  now,  Mr.  Tweed,  that  there  were  really  two  distinct 
persons ;  one  is  dead  now.  Did  you  ever  receive  any 
money  from  Mr.  Fisk  ? 

A.  I  have,  sir. 

Q.  With  instructions  from  him  to  use  it  for  the  purpose 
of  bribing  members  of  the  Legislature  to  pass  bills? 

A,  We  never  had  instructions.  They  would  come  to 
me  and  ask  me  '*  Can  you  do  so  and  so  with  so  and  so  ?" 
and  if  I  thought  I  could,  1  would  say  "  Yes,"  and  the 
money  would  be  given  me  to  do  it  with. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Jay  Gould  ever  give  you  money  which  ho 
suggested  to  you  should  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 

A,  He  has,  sir,  frequently. 

Q.  And  did  he  also  at  times  suggest  the  names  of  Legis- 
lators? 

A.  I  don't  think  he  did.  1  was  pretty  well  up  in  that 
myself,  and  I  didn't  require  information.  I  don't  think  lie 
thought  he  could  inform  me  on  that  point. 

Q.  And  now  with  regard  to  the  bill  widely  known  as 
the  Erie  Classification  Bill :    Do  you  recollect  about  that  t 

(Revised  Statutes  produced.    Handed  to  witness.) 

A.  I  presume,  Mr.  Counselor,  that  you  refer  to  chapter 
dl6  of  the  Laws  of  1869,  an  act  to  amend  chapter 
278  of  the  "Laws  of  1868,  entitled  ^^  An  act  in  relation 
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to  the  Erie,  New  York  Central,  Hndscn  River  and  Harlem 
Bailroad  Companies,"  and  which  reads  as  follows: 

"  No  stockholder,  director  or  officer  of  either  the  New 
"  York  Central  Railroad  Company,  the  Hudson  River 
"  Railroad  Company  or  the  Harlem  Railroad  Company^ 
'*  shall  be  a  director  or  officer  of  the  Erie  Railroad  Com- 
"  pany ;  and  no  stockholder,  director  or  officer  of  the 
**  latter  company  shall  be  a  director  or  officer  of  either  of 
"  the  three  firet  named  companies.  The  Board  of  Direc- 
*^  tors  in  each  of  the  said  companies  may  so  classify  tliG 
**  members  of  such  board,  by  lot  or  otherwise,  that,  as- 
"  nearly  as  may  be,  one-fifth  of  their  number  shall  go  out 
^*  of  office  at  each  annual  election ;  and  at  the  next  elec- 
'^  tion  of  directors  in  each  of  the  said  companies,  directors 
**  shall  be  voted  for  only  in  place  of  those  whose  tena 
*'  shall  then  expire  under  the  classification  aforesaid." 

A.  I  recollect  distinctly  money  being  paid  for  the  pas- 
sage of  that  act,  but  I  couldn't  tell  to  whom  or  how  much. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  out  any  money  to  members  of  the  Legis- 
lature ? 

A.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  I  did. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  any  person  to  whom  you  paid  itf 

^.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  receive  this  money  from  for  this  use  t 

A,  That  I  am  not  positive  about ;  either  from  Mr.  Fisk 
or  Mr  Gould,  or  both  together — more  likely  from  Mr.. 
Oould ;  he  generally  did  the  financial  business. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  circumstances  connected  with 
that  particular  transaction  7 

A.  I  do  not 

Q.  Was  this  the  only  bill  for  which  you  usqd  money  in 
behalf  of  the  Erie  Direction  ? 
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A.  No,  sir ;  not  by  many.  Those  matters  were  of  such 
freqaent  occnrrence  I  kept  no  tally  of  them.  I  did  keep 
a  tally  at  first  after  I  got  in  trouble,  but  my  books  were 
burned  up  by  my  friends,  thinking  it  would  be  to  my 
interest. 

Q,  Well,  can  you,  at  this  time,  remember  any  other  bills 
for  which  you  used  money  for  the  Erie  Railroad  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  1  wouldn't  have^  remembered  that  if  you 
hadn't  brought  my  attention  to  it. 

Q.  I  shall  recur  to  this  again  when  you  have  the  statutes 
before  you  to  refresh  your  memory.  In  all  these  matters 
for  the  Erie  Railroad,  did  yon  receive  the  moneys  direct 
from  either  Mr.  Gould  or  Mr.  Fisk  and  pay  them  yourself 
to  the  Legislators  2 

A  I  did  in  most  of  the  mattere,  and  in  some  of  the 
matters  I  handed  the  money  to  Mr.  Abraham  Van  Yech- 
ten  and  Mr.  Barber. 

Q.  To  be  used  by  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  had  charge  of  all  the  Assembly  mat- 
ters.   1  very  rarely  had  anything  to  do  with  the  Assembly. 

Q.  You  dealt  with  the  members  of  the  Senate  only  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  recurring  to  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  matter,  Mr. 
Tweed,  for  a  moment,  will  you  state  who  composed  the 
Board  of  Aldermen  at  the  time  that  you  say  that  money 
was  used  to  induce  the  Aldermen  to  make  the  subscrip- 
tion of  one  and  a  half  millions  ? 

A.  I  used  my  utmost  endeavors  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  for  1866 — the  year 
in  which  that  passed.  The  messenger  of  the  Board  of 
Aldeimen  brought  me  the  books  yesterday,  and  said  he 
was  told  to  remain  there  until  I  was  through  with  them. 
My  ¥dfe  and  family  wore  visiting  me  at  the  time,  and 
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1  couldn't  give  the  attention  I  desired  ;  so  I  looked  over 
them,  and  as  far  as  my  memory  woaid  I  tried  to  retain 
the  matter  as  well  as  I  conld. 

Mr.  OoLB — I  want  to  call  yonr  attention  to  this  matter 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  which  members  of  thQ 
Board  of  Aldermen — 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  knew  at  that  time,  or,  if 
I  did,  I  didn't  know  in  connection  with  that  I  only  did 
my  business  with  one  man. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  man  except  the  one  you  have 
already  testified  concerning,  receiving  money  at  that 
time? 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it,  sir.  As  I  was  com- 
ing into  the  room  to-day  a  messenger  from  Mr.  Barnes 
handed  mc  a  quantity  of  questions.  I  don't  know  what 
they  are  and  haven't  had  an  opportunity  to  look  at  them. 
I  will  state  that  Mr.  Barnes  is  a  gentleman  I  have  never 
seen  or  spoken  to.  I  find,  however,  that  the  testimony 
reads  the  other  day,  that  a  resolution  was  offered,  paying 
Mr.  Kingsley  fifteen  per  cent.  Mr.  Barnes,  in  his  report 
as  chairman  of  the  Investigating  Committee  of  1878, 
states  that  the  resolution  was  offered  by  me,  and  it  also 
reads  that  it  was  for  his  services  and  advances  on  behalf 
of  the  company,  up  to  the  completion  of  such  and  such 
foundations,  which  was  three  feet  above  high  water  mark. 
I  see  now  that  my  memory  was  wrong  there,  I  thought  it 
was  for  the  entire  building ;  but  I  know  the  amount  was 
put  in  the  neighborhood  of  six  millions.  I  also  see  in  one 
of  the  papers  yesterday  that  I  had  subscribed  to  five  hun- 
dred and  sixty  shares  of  stock,  whereas  1  subscribed  to 
only  four  hundred  and  twenty.  I  thought  I  said  **  Mr. 
^  Smith,  Sweeney  and  myself  subscribed  to  five  hundred 
^  and  sixty  shares  of  stock  each,"  and  that  one  hundred 
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and  forty  shares  was  taken  off  from  each  one,  Sweeny, 
Smith  and  myself,  for  Mr.  Connolly's  share,  and  that 
made  three  times  five  hundred  and  sixty — eqnal  to  four 
times  fonr  hundred  and  twenty.  That  is  to  show  that 
if  1  made  any  errors  I  should  be  happy  to  correct  them. 

Mr.  Cole — I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  charter  of 
1870  in  itself  was  inefficient  as  a  money-making  machine? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  it  was  the  most  perfect  charter 
that  ever  was  produced  upon  earth  for  the  government  of 
the  city.. 

Q.  And  in  order  to  enable  the  members  of  the  Bing 
to  raise  money,  that  it  became  necessary  to  pass  certain 
other  bills— the  tax  levies  of  that  year  especially  2 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  was  any  money  paid  to  the  members  of  the 
Legislature  to  induce  them  to  vote  for  the  city  tax  levy 
and  the  county  tax  levy  of  1870  ? 

A.  1  don't  know  that  there  was  for  the  city  tax  levy, 
although  there  was  for  the  county  tax  levy,  !•  know, 
and  I  guess  for  both. 

Q.  Is  this  in  addition  to  the  large  amount  of  money 
you  testified  was  paid  for  the  passage  of  the  charter  ? 

A,  It  is,  sir. 

Q,  Well,  about  how  much  would  you  think  was  ex- 
pended to  secure  the  passage  of  the  tax  levy  ? 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  think  in  the  neighborhood  of  fifty 
or  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.  I  don't  think  it  would 
be  less  than  that. 

Q.  Did  you  personally  pay  out  any  of  this  money  to 
members  of  the  Legislature? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Will  you  state  any  transactions  of  that  nature  ? 

A,  I  can't  state  positively  to  whom  I  paid  it    I  have 
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no  direct  data  to  go  on  as  to  how  I  spoke  or  talked  abont 
it.     I  have  a  general  impression. 

Q,  No,  I  mean  to  whom  did  you  pay  any  money  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  can  give  the  name,  but  I  would 
like  to  have  the  red  book.      Give  me  the  legislative 

Mr.  CoLK — Will  the  Committee  send  for  1870,  and 
1871,  too. 

(Manual  produced  ;  handed  to  witness.) 

Q.  Now,  as  to  members  of  the  Senate — to  whom  did 
you  pay  any  money  to  induce  them  to  vote  for  the 
tax-levy  ? 

A.  Senator  William  M.  Graham,  N  orris  Winslow,  Wil- 
liam H.  Brand,  A.  V.  Harpending,  Theodore  L.  Minier, 
George  Bowen,  and  James  Wood. 

Q.  Yoxx  paid  these  sums  of  money  to  each  of  these 
Senators  yourself? 

A.  To  each  of  these  Senatoi*s  myself,  personally. 

Q,  And  this  was  under  an  agreement  between  you  and 
each  of  these  Senators,  that  each  should  vote  for  bills, 
and  that  this  should  be  the  compensation ) 

A.  That  was  the  understanding. 

Q.  Now,  as  to  the  Assembly,  Mr.  Tweed  ? 

A.  That  matter  was  generally  left,  as  I  said  before,  in 
the  hands  of  Mr.  Barber,  who  had  deputies  under  him — 
Mr.  Van  Vechten  and  others — Charles  Edwards,  1  think 
his  name  was ;  £dwards  I  know,  Charles,  I  think,  is  his 
first  name — but  Mr.  Barber  was  the  principal  man  for  the 
Assembly. 

Q.  Do  yon  mean  to  say  that  you  paid  money  to  Mr. 
Barber  with  instructions  to  him  to  pay  it  over  to  mem 
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bers  of  the  Legislature,  to  induce  them  to  vote  for  the 
bill  ? 

A.  I  do,  that  is  what  I  mean  to  say. 

Q.  Well,  did  he  ever  make  any  report  of  that  to  you  ? 

A,  He  did. 

Q.  How  did  he  do,  did  he  tell  you  to  whom  he  paid  it  ? 

A.  He  brought  me  in  what  they  call  a  tally  list  of  the 
members.  It  was  a  piece  of  paper  with  the  names  of  the 
members  on,  and  arranged  in  a  certain  way  with  marks  on 
it,  one  mark  to  denote  one  hundred  dollars,  another,  two 
hundred  dollars,  another,  five  hundred  dollars,  and  so  on. 
The  names  of  the  members  would  be  checked  oflF  against 
the  amount  they  received.  We  had  hieroglyphics  to  mark 
the  outlays,  I  understood  them,  and  anybody  who  found 
it  wouldn't  know  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  have  any  conversation  with  any  mem- 
bers of  the  Assembly,  to  whom  amounts  of  money  had 
been  reported  to  you  as  having  been  paid  ? 

A,  I  did,  sir ;  with  most  all  of  them. 

Q,  I  want  you  to  tell  mo  what  members  of  the  Assem- 
bly for  that  year,  1870,  were  reported  to  you  by  Barber, 
or  any  other  of  your  lobby  agents,  as  having  received 
money  to  influence  their  votes,  who,  subsequently,  in  cx)n- 
versation  to  you,  practically  admitted  the  fact  ? 

A,  That  I  am  unable  to  state.  The  thing  happened 
seven  years  ago,  my  papers  have  been  destroyed,  and  I 
have  no  way  of  refreshing  my  memory. 

Q.  Yon  wouldn't  be  able  to  refresh  it  by  the  Manual  of 
that  year  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  and  they  have  kept  me  from  refreshing  my 
memory  pretty  well  by  keeping  me  locked  up,  so  that  I 
can't  see  any  people  or  get  any  books,  and  I  can't  refresh 
my  memory.    The  way  is  very  effectual. 
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Q,  Have  yon  named  all  the  Senators  to  whom  yon  paid 
money  for  the  purpose  of  inflaencing  their  votes  for  that 
year? 

A.  I  think  I  have,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  with  regard  to  other  bills :  Were  there  any 
other  bills  concerning  those  or  any  other  matters  which 
passed  daring  that  year  for  which  money  was  paid.  Do 
you  remember  any  other  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  There  were  a  great  many  bills  granting 
charters^etc.;  charters  for  a  savings  bank,  or  for  a  railroad, 
for  which  members  were  bought  by  their  friends.  Smith 
would  stick  in  Brown's  name  as  stockholder,  and  then 
Brown  would  get  the  bill  passed  for  Smith,  and  after  that, 
if  there  was  anything  in  it,  Brown  would  sell  his  share 
out 

Q,  Have  you  named  all  the  members  of  the  Legislature, 
in  both  houses,  to  whom  you  personally,  as  far  as  your 
memory  serves  you  now — to  whom  you  paid  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  as  far  as  my  memory  serves  me. 

Q.  I  shall  recur  to  this  matter  at  a  subsequent  time,  and 
I  want  you  to  refresh  your  memory  t 

A.  I  can't  refresh  my  memory  except  by  these  books ; 
I  am  prevented  from  talking  with  those  who  could  tell  mo, 
and  those  who  desire  to  tell  me  can't  get  to  me. 

Q.  Now,  I  understand  that  under  the  manipulation  of 
the  Board  of  Audit,  that  many  claims  were  paid  which 
had  no  foundation  at  all.    Is  tliat  true  ? 

A,  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  it  is,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  have  you  been  able  to  refresh  your  memory 
60  as  to  give  me  a  list  of  fraudulent  bills  which  were 
passed? 

A,  I  have  not  beea  able  to  look  it  up ;  I  stated  to  the 
Committee  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  look  i 
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up  between  Tuesday  and  Friday.  My  family  came  and 
saw  me  two  and  three  days.  I  am  willing  to  tell  it,  bnt 
I  can't  make  an  examination  every  other  day. 

Q.  Are  there  any  other  cases  in  which  bills  which  were 
presented  to  the  old  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  passed  by 
them,  were  subsequently  altered  by  forgery  ? 

A.  Not  that  T  know  of. 

Q.  Adding  figures  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of.  No,  sir ;  it  wasn't  necessary  to 
do  it,  and  therefore  I  don't  tliink  it  was  done ;  we  had 
the  votes  and  passed  what  we  pleased. 

Q.  Mr.  Tweed,  what  was  the  New  York  Printing 
Company  t 

A.  That  was  an  offshoot  of  a  paper  called  the  Tranr 
script — the  Transcript  Association. 

Q,  What  was  the  Transcript  Association  f 

A.  It  was  originally  a  newspaper,  professing  to  publish 
all  the  legal  proceedings  of  the  city.  It  afterwards 
became  the  corporation  newspaper  of  the  city  and  of  the 
Supervisors. 

Q.  Who  formed  the  Transcript  Association  f 

A.  It  was  started,  I  think,  by  Cornelius  Corson,  and 
two  young  gentlemen  by  the  name  of  Stout,  who  were 
reporters;  in  fact  all  three  were  reporters,  one  on  the 
Express^  one  on  the  TimeSy  I  think,  and  the  Tribune. 

A.  What  do  you  moan  by  saying  that  the  New  York 
Printing  Company  was  an  offshoot  of  the  Transcript 
Association  f 

A.  Well,  after  two  or  three  years  the  two  Stents  got 
out  One  sold  his  interest  to  me,  and  the  other  to  James 
B.  Taylor.  During  the  war  times  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  printing  done,  and  a  great  deal  of  blanks  were  to  be 
made  out  and  printed.    Through  my  influence  I  got  that 
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for  them,  as  they  bad  all  the  facilities  for  the  work. 
About  the  close  of  the  war  Mr.  Sweeney  and  Mr.  Hugh 
Smith  came  in ;  I  thought  Mr.  Sweeney  came  in  under 
his  own  name,  but  I  have  since  been  informed  that  he 
came  in  under  the  name  of  James  M.  Sweeney,  his 
brother. 

Q.  But  it  was  Peter  B,  Sweeney  and  not  his  brother 
James  M.  Sweeney,  who  was  in  it  really? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  Mr.  Peter  B.  Sweeney  who  came  into  the 
meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors  ? 

A.  We  never  had  any  formal  meeting  of  the  Board  of 
Directors;  we  met  informally  and  discussed  matters. 

Q.  You  are  speaking  of  the  New  York  Printing  Com- 
pany? 

A.  No,  sir,  of  the  Transcript  Association, 

Q.  The  ^cw  York  Printing  Company  came  out  of 
that? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Tell  us  the  origin  of  the  New  York  Printing  Com- 
pany? 

A.  Well,  everybody  furaishing  stationery  for  the  city 
were  getting  rich.  Jones  &  Co.  wore  being  paid  enor- 
mously, and  other  people  were  getting  large  sums  of 
money ;  and  Mr.  Wilbour  1  think  it  was,  stated  as  we  had 
such  facilities  we  might  as  well  go  on  and  do  all  the  print- 
ing, and  get  as  much  money  as  anybody  else ;  and  we 
formed  that  company  for  that  purpose. 

Q.  For  the  purpose  of  doing  the  public  printing? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  composed  that  company  ? 

A.  The  same  persons;  I  don't  think  Mr.  Taylor  was  in 
it,  although  I  don't  recollect — Mr.  James  B.  Taylor.     He 
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sras  in  80  I  am  informed ;  all  the  rest  of  us  were  at  any 
rate. 

Q.  Yon  think  now  yon  say,  that  all  the  members  of  the 
old  Transcript  Association  were  into  the  J^ew  York 
Pnnting  Gompanyt 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  you  did  the  printing  for  the  different  depart- 
ments ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  and  then  from  the  Tra/nscript  came 
another  offshoot  called  the  Manufacturers^  Stationers^ 
that  famished  stationery  to  the  different  departments. 

Q.  And  for  this  work  and  stationery  you  rendered  bills 
to  the  different  departments,  and  they  were  passed  by 
whom  ? 

A.  We  rendered  bills  to  the  different  departments.  In 
1868  or  1869 — I  am  not  sure  which — the  resolution  was 
passed  in  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  directing  the  Comp- 
troller to  pay  the  bills  of  the  JV^ew  York  Printing  Comr 
pany  upon  the  certificate  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  and  they  were,  and  upon  that  certificate  they 
didn't  go  before  the  Board  at  all. 

Q.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  a  general  resolu- 
tion that  the  certification  of  the  Clerk  was  sufificient  to 
audit  and  authenticate  any  bill  of  the  New  York  Print- 
ing Company ;  and  after  that  the  bills  were  presented  to 
the  Clerk  and  certified  by  him  7 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  Board  of  Supervisors  receive  any  money  to 
induce  them  to  pass  this  general  resolution  for  the  Ifew 
Vo7'k  Priiiting  Company  f 

A.  I  think  not;  I  had  it  passed,  I  was  interested  in  the 
company  some. 

Q.  Welly  were  these  bills   which   were   rendered  and 
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passed  npon  by  the  clerk  bona  file  bills,  or  were  they 
f randalent  bills  ? 

A.  There  were  bills  good  I  presume,  and  there  was 
some  foundation  for  the  claims. 

Q.  Were  they  greatly  in  excess  of  what  they  ought  to 
have  been  legally  ? 

A.  Not  greatly  in  excess,  I  think. 

Q.  Well,  how  much  ? 

A.  Well,  probably  twenty-five  per  cent. 

Q.  There  was  generally  twenty-five  per  cent,  added  to 
the  face  of  the  bill  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  what  was  added ;  1  never  made  the 
bill  out  in  my  life ;  I  don't  think  I  have  seen  more  than 
a  half  a  dozen  of  them.  We  got  very  heavy  dividends, 
probably  fifty  or  sixty  or  seventy  thousand  dollars  a  year^ 
for  some  years. 

Q,  What,  that  amount  to  each  of  you  I 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  one-fifth  to  each. 

Q,  Do  you  know  how  much  capital  was  entered  into 
the  jN^ew  York  Printing  Company  f 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Can't  you  give  us  any  idea  about  it? 

A,  I  can't.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  ten  thousand ; 
I  can't  say. 

Q.  And  the  dividends  were  as  much  as  seventy-five  or 
a  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  each  of  you  ? 

A.  From  fifty  to  seventy  thousand  dollars,  I  think — 
that  is,  each  of  us  one-fifth.  Some  owned  more  and  some 
less  than  a  fifth. 

Q.  One-fifth  rendered  that  amount  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  my  impression, 

Q,  How  were  these  dividends  declared  ? 

A.  Mr.  Wilbour  had  charge  of  the  entire  financial  mat 
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ten,  and  after  the  company  came  into  possession  of  the 
money,  he  divided  that  around  as  he  tlionght  best 

Q.  There  was  no  meeting  of  the  directoi-s  then  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  not  that  I  know  of  in  the  direction  of  the 
finance. 

Q.  Where  did  the  company  keep  its  bank  account  ? 

A.  I  think  in  the  Broadway  Banky  and  a  short  time  in 
the  Tenth  NaiiondLy  a  short  time  in  the  Ocean  Baiiky 
and  part  of  the  time  in  tlie  Guardian  Savings  Institution. 

Q.  1  call  your  attention,  Mr.  Tweed,  to  chapter  57  of 
the  Laws  of  1871 — will  you  look  at  that  for  a  moment  ? 

(Volume  handed  to  witness ;  examined  by  witness.) 

A.  I  have  looked  it  over  casually,  sir. 

Q,  Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  this  is  an  act  in  relation  to  the 
widening  and  straightening  of  Broadway  in  the  city  of 
New  York,  and  regulating  the  practice  in  that  proceed- 
ing— do  you  know  of  any  money  being  used  in  connection 
with  the  passage  of  that  act  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  that  act,  sir,  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  never  know  anything  about  it  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  anything  about  it  except  that  it  was 
an  act,  and  passed,  and  created  a  great  deal  of  excitement 
at  the  time. 

Q,  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fifth  section  of  this  act, 
which  reads  as  follows  : 

"  The  costs  heretofore  taxed  in  this  matter  shall  be  paid 
'*  to  the  persons  mentioned  in  the  said  proceedings  as  en- 
*'  titled  thereto,  in  the  like  manner  as  if  said  order  of 
*•  confirmation  were  not  vacated." 

A.  1  don't  think  1  ever  knew  anything  irregular  about 

that  matter ;  I  couldn't  call  my  mind  to  it ;  1  am  satisfied 

I  know  nothing  irregular  about  it. 
11 
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Q,  I  asked  you  at  a  former  session  whether  yon  wonld 
be  able  to  refresh  your  memory,  so  that  you  could  testify 
as  to  those  leases  for  armories  and  drill-rooms,  concerning 
which  there  were  illegal  practices  ? 

A,  Well,  there  were  illegal  practices  about  most  all  . 
of  them.     I  think  I  speak  properly  when  I  say  most  all 
of  them. 

Q.  I  should  like,  Mr.  Tweed,  for  you  to  look  over  the 
records  and  testify  as  to  such  of  those  leases  for  drill- 
rooms  and  armories  as  your  memory  now  enables  you  to 
say  were  fraudulent  ? 

(Proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  1872 
handed  to  witness.) 

A,  Here  is  one,  1870 — ^lease  of  premises  known  as  num- 
bers 141, 143, 145,  and  147  East  Fourteenth  street,  with 
a  rent  of  $36,000  per  annum. 

Q,  From  whom  is  that  lease,  do  you  know  ?  Does  it 
Bay? 

A,  Charles  Johnson,  George  Shepherd,  and  Francis 
A.  Palmer.  All  of  fourth  floor  of  premises  numbers  281, 
288,  285,  287,  Ninth  avenue,  and  410  West  Twenty- 
seventh  street,  at  $18,000  per  annum ;  same  parties. 

Q.  The  names  you  mentioned  in  the  14th  street  lease! 

A.  Yes,  sir.  Two  upper  stories  of  208  and  210  West 
24th  street,  $17,000,  Alexander  T.  Compton,  who  was 
James  H.  Ingersoll  at  that  time,  North  Hall  Building  on 
8ixtb  avenue  and  Broadway,  between  35th  and  86th 
streets,  $9,000;  again,  $9,000  and  again,  $5,000.  The 
first,  second  and  third  stories  of  the  building  in  14th 
street,  known  as  Palace  Garden,  May  Ist,  1863,  to  May  1st, 
1873^  Valentine  G.  Hall,  Executor,  $4,600.    George  W. 
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Saner,  291  and  293  Bowery  and  Ist  street,  June  Ist,  1 870, 
to  March  Ist,  1873,  $5,000.  Compton  I  have  given.  L.  In- 
gersoU  and  W.  W.  Watson,  third  and  fourth  floors  of  No. 
53  Clirystie  street  (unoccupied),  November,  18B8,  to  No- 
vember, 1873,  $5,000.  Frank  W.  Sterry,  who  is  James 
IngersoU,  upper  floor  of  No.  694  Broadway  (84th  In- 
fantry), $11,000  for  first  year,  $13,000  for  second  and 
third  years,  and  $15,000  for  fourth  and  fifth  years.  Con- 
rad Bollar  (that  was  IngersoU),  third  and  fourth  floors  of 
Nos.  216  to  226  West  23d  street  (unoccupied).  May,  1871, 
to  May,  1881,  $36,000 ;  building  not  yet  finished  ;  Grand 
Jury  recommend  that  the  lease  be  annulled.  Levi  S. 
Stockwell,  second  floor  of  699  Broadway,  $6,000  per  year 
(unoccupied) ;  again,  third  and  fourth  flooi*s  of  the  same 
building,  $8,000  per  year  (unoccupied).  That  is  about  all 
1  know  anything  about,  sir.  I  donH  mean  that  is  all  the 
leases,  but  that  is  all  I  know  anything  about 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  in  what  did  the  illegality  or  frauds 
connected  with  these  leases  consist  ? 

A.  In  paying  so  much  for  having  the  resolutions 
adopted. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  mean  the  lessors  paid  the  Supervisors  ? 

-4.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  in  any  or  all  of  these  cases,  what 
would  have  been  a  proper  rental  for  these  premises  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  in  any  of  them,  sir. 

Q.  Were  these  negotiations  for  the  leases  made  di- 
rectly between  the  lessors  and  the  members  of  the  Super- 
visors' ring? 

A.  In  some  cases  they  were ;  Mr.  E.  A.  Woodward  and 
James  H.  IngersoU  can  give  you  ail  information  upon 
these  points. 

Q.  Well,  as  to  these  that  you  have  testified  concerning, 
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can  yon  state  which  of  the  lessors  mentioned  by  you  dealt 
directly  with  the  Ring,  or  a  member  of  the  Ring! 

A,  If  you  read  the  names  1  will  give  the  informatioa 
as  far  as  possible.  In  the  premises  West  Twenty-seventh 
street,  I  think  Mr.  Woodward  attended  to  that ;  I  am 
pretty  certain  he  did,  and  I  think  in  all  the  rest  Mr.  In- 
gersoU.  I  don't  know  of  anybody  else  attending  to  any 
matters  of  those  except  Mr.  Ingersoll  and  Mr.  Woodward. 
I  may  be  wrong ;  but  I  don't  think  I  am.  That  they  all 
paid  for  the  leases  there  is  no  doubt.  That  is  positive  in 
my  mind  ;  but  who  did  the  work  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Well,  now,  as  to  the  Stockwell  lease  which  you  have 
mentioned  :  do  you  remember  anything  concerning  that 
especially? 

A.  I  don't  especially ;  no,  sir.  It  is  on  the  corner  of 
Fourth  street  and  Broadway. 

Q.  You  know  there  was  money  paid  for  that  lease  I 

A.  I  know  there  was. 

Q.  You  don't  know  to  whom  it  was  paid  ? 

A  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Woodward,  although  I  don't 
know. 

Q.  Did  you  share  the  money  for  that  particular  lease  7 
Do  you  remember? 

A,  1  presume  I  did,  sir.  I  shared  it  in  every  case 
where  there  was  money  paid,  that  I  knew  anything  about 
at  all. 

Q,  You  have  no  distinct  recollection  of  its  being  sep- 
arate from  the  othei*8  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Cowing — I  will  ask  you  a  few  questions.  How  is 
your  memory,  Mr.  Tweed,  at  tliis  day,  as  to  facts  which 
took  place  between  1859  and  1870  ?    Good  or  bad? 

A.  Pretty  good,  I  think. 
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Q.  Is  it  anj  better  than  it  was  five  years  ago,  to  your 
memory  and  recollection ! 

A.  It  is  not  as  good. 

Q,  Yonr  testimony,  then,  five  years  ago,'*if  it  had  been 
l^iven  then,  would  be  more  likely  to  have  been  correct 
than  that  to-day  ;  would  it  not } 

A.  You  must  judge  that ;  not  me. 

Q.  What  is  your  judgment,  sir? 

A.  I  think  not  I  think  what  I  testify  to  I  know,  and 
it  is  just  as  positive  as  if  I  told  it  ten  years  ago. 

Q.  Were  you  examined  as  a  witness  in  a  matter  before 
the  Senate  in  1872,  in  which  Senator  Wood  came  up  for 
investigation  ? 

A.  1  think  I  was ;  yes,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  whether  yon  were  or  not ! 

A.  I  am  satisfied  I  was. 

Q,  Was  this  question  asked  of  you  on  that  occasion : 
***  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  don't  know  of  any 
^*  influence  being  brought  to  bear  on  republican  senators  ?" 
Do  you  remember  that  question  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  it ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  similar  questions  being  asked  7 

A.  I  remember  similar  questions.  Let  me  ask  you  a 
question.  Is  that  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
^nate  ? 

Q.  It  is  an  extract  from  the  Senate  Documents  of 
1872. 

A.  Well,  I  have  read  that  report,  and  it  is  mainly  true. 

Q.  Did  you  make  the  following  answer  to  the  question? 
^'Only  through  their  advocacy  of  the  passage  of  the 
Registry  Law." 

A.  I  presume  I  did,  if  it  was  there. 

Q.  Was  that  true,  if  you  did  say  it  ? 


Ai 


166 


A.  No,  iir. 

Q.  It  was  false  t 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  testified  under  oath  I 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  this  question  asked  you :  "  Do  you  know  A.  IX 
"  Barber  ?"  and  did  you  answer :  "  Yes,  sir  "  ? 

A.  I  did  know  him ;  it  must  be  true. 

Q.  Was  this  question  asked  you,  regarding  the  charter 
of  1870 :  ^^  Did  he  make  any  efforts  to  secure  the  passage 
"of  that  bill?"  and  did  you  answer  as  follows:  "I  don't 
"  recollect  that  he  did.  He  was  my  friend,  and  I  presume 
"  assisted." 

A.  Who  is  that  in  reference  to  ? 

Q,  Mr.  Barber.  Do  you  remember  that  question  and 
answer  ? 

A.  I  don't.  I  don't  remember  of  the  questions  or  the 
answers,  but  I  did  read  at  the  time  that  report  of  the 
committee,  and  it  was  mainly  true. 

Q,  If  you  made  that  answer  to  that  question,  was  it  a 
true  answer? 

A,  No,  it  was  not. 

Q.  Was  this  question  put  to  you :  "  Was  he  ever  em- 
"  ployed  by  you  or  any  one  else,  to  your  knowledge  ? " 
and  did  you  answer:  " He  was  not"? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  If  you  did  so  answer,  was^it  true  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  this  question  put  to  you :  "  Do  you  know,  or 
^*  have  you  been  told,  that  any  money  was  used,  or  at- 
"  tempted  to  be  used,  to  secure  the  influence  of  any  mem- 
**  ber  of  the  Legislature  for  that  measure"?  (meaning  the 
charter.)    Your  answer  purports  to  be,  in  the  records  be- 
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fore  the  Senate :  **  I  don't  know,  and  haven't  been  told, 
^  except  through  newspaper  reports,  or  in  casual  con  versa 
^  tions.    That  I  have  not  treasured  in  my  memory,  and 
"  cannot  answer.'* 

A.  If  that  is  stated  in  the  report,  I  did  say  so. 

Q.  Was  such  answer  true  1 

A.  No,  sir.  Let  me  say  right  here,  in  regard  to  that 
examination  that  took  place  immediately  after  the  diffi- 
culties first  commenced.  The  understanding  was  that 
men's  families  and  themselves  should  be  protected  all 
through.  They  agreed  to  stand  by  that,  and  they  all  did. 
My  testimony  was  given  on  that  occasion,  in  accordance 
with  the  agreement  made  with  these  people.  Most  of  it 
was  false — done  to  save  men  and  their  families — and  did 
save  a  great  many  men  and  their  families. 

Q.  You  state  that  most  of  it  was  false  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  stated  my  reason  for  giving  it. 

Q,  When  were  you  first  apprised  that  you  would  be 
examined  as  a  witness  by  the  Board  of  Aldermen  ? 

A.  A  short  time  after  the  passage  of  the  resolution. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  of  whatever  started  this  investi- 
gation ? 

A.  Not  at  all,  in  any  manner,  way,  or  shape.  I  was 
opposed  to  it  then,  and  am  now,  and  I  have  not  answered 
a  single  question  because  I  wanted  to. 

Q.  Have  you  been  advised  that  your  testimony  given 
here  is  substafitially,  owing  to  the  circumstances  that  sur- 
round you,  voluntary  ? 

A.  I  have  not  been  apprised  of  it,  nor  was  it  voluntary. 

Q.  Was  there  a  committee  which  came  here  from  the 
State  Senate,  in  the  spring  of  this  year,  for  the  par|X)se  of 
asking  yon  questions,  or  investigating,  with  reference  to 
Senator  Woodin  ? 
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A     Yi58,  sir. 

Q,  Did  yon  refuse  to  appear  as  a  witnesB  7 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  And  refused  to  answer  any  questions  ? 
A.  I  declined  to  be  examined  as  a  witness. 

Q.  Were  you  advised  that  there  was  nothing  to  compel 
you  to  answer  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  was  informed  by  my  counsel,  John  D. 
Townsend,  that  the  Attorney  General  said  I  need  not 
answer  any  questions  in  the  matter. 

Q.  How  did  you  understand  that  this  committee  stood 
differently  from  that  committee,  with  reference  to  the 
power  of  compelling  you  to  answer  t 

A.  I  was  given  to.  understand  that  this  Committee  had 
power  to  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  Judge,  and  put  me 
in  close  confinement. 

Q.  Being  already  in  confinement,  what  other  or  more 
severe  punishment  did  you  suppose  this  Committee  could 
inflict  upon  you  ? 

A.  I  was  told  they  could  keep  me  in  closer  confinement, 
and  keep  my  friends  away  from  me. 

Q,  "What  testimony  did  you  write  previous  to  the  time 
this  Committee  came  here?  Did  you  write,  or  cause  to 
be  written,  a  paper  called  a  confession  7 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  made  a  statement 

Q,  Is  the  testimony  you  have  given  here  substantially 
the  same  as  that  in  the  statement  ? 

A.  1  propose  to  hand  the  statement  to  the  Committee, 
when  they  get  through  with  me,  that  you  may  compare  it 
with  my  testimony  now. 

Q,  When  did  you  come  to  the  conclusion  that  yon 
would  come  here  voluntarily  and  give  testimony  t 
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A.  After  the  first  meeting  of  this  Committee.  Not 
voluntarily ;  I  have  never  testified  voluntarily. 

Q>  You  think  yon  have  testified  so  far  under  com- 
pulsion ? 

A.  I  do,  sir. 

Mr.  Cole  (To  Mr.  Cowing) — Do  you  think  yon  have  no 
right  to  have  him  here  ? 

Mr.  Cowing — Of  course,  I  think  we  have  a  right  to 
have  him  here ;  but  it  is  a  question  whether  we  can  compel 
him  to  testify.  Certainly,  1  think,  we  have  a  right  to 
compel  him  to  come  here. 

WrrNBSS — Doesn't  one  right  follow  the  other !  Doesn't 
the  right  to  bring  me  here  imply  the  right  to  make  me 
testify  I 

Mr.  Cowing — Oh,  no,  Mr.  Tweed.  I  hardly  think  so. 
Yon  know  you  may  lead  a  horse  to  the  water,  but  you  may 
not  be  able  to  make  him  drink. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  at  the  time  the  Committee  came 
here  from  the  Senate,  to  ask  yon,  with  reference  to 
Senator  Woodin,  had  you  any  different  feeling  towards 
Senator  Woodin  from  what  you  had  then  ? 

A.  I  had  none  but  kind  feelings  towards  him  then,  and 
I  have  no  others  now ;  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  had  to 
mention  his  name  at  all.  He  was  always  very  friendly 
and  affectionate  to  me,  and  I  have  always  felt  so  to  him, 
as  I  have  towards  many  gentlemen  whose  names  I  have 
mentioned. 

Q.  I  understand  yon  to  say  that  you  have  never  per- 
sonally paid  any  money  to  Senator  Woodin  ? 

A.  Not  personally. 
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Q.  Have  you  over  been  present  when  any  money  was 
paid  to  him  ? 

A.  I  have  stated  I  was  not. 

Q,  And  all  the  knowledge  you  have  is  from  inference 
drawn  from  statements  of  his  ? 

A.  From  what  I  have  heard  in  conversation  with  him, 
and  with  Mr.  Winslow,  and  with  other  parties. 

Q.  Is  yonr  conversation  that  the  money  was  paid  based 
almost  exclusively  upon  your  knowledge  ? 

A.  And  what  Mr.  Wood  in  said  to  me — that  it  was  all 
right — when  I  asked  him  about  it 

Q,  Did  you  ask  other  Senators  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did ;  it  was  my  custom. 

Q.  Was  it  your  custom  to  visit  them  afterwards  and 
ask  them  if  they  were  satisfied? 

A.  Not  to  visit  them ;  when  I  met  them  casually.  I 
made  very  few  calls  on  Senators. 

Q,  Have  you  refreshed  your  memory  since  the  last 
meeting  as  to  whether  there  are  any  officers  in  the  city 
government  who  were  associated  witli  you  between  1869 
and  1870,  during  the  time  when  you  were  in  power  and 
managing  afFairs? 

A.  I  haven't  thought  of  it  since  the  last  meeting ;  I 
haven't  been  furnished  with  names  and  dates  I  was  to 
have  and  I  couldn't  tell  anything  about  it  without  them. 

Q,  During  the  time  you  were  in  power,  or  a  portion  of 
the  time,  was  there  a  club  known  as  the  Americus  Club  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  long  before  my  time  ? 

Q.  When  was  it  organized  ? 

A.  Eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-nine,  I  think ;    I  don't 

know. 

Q.  For  what  pui-poses  was  it  organized  ? 
A.  Social  purposes 
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Q.  Did  it  have  to  do  with  political  matters  ? 

A.  Nothing  at  all.  We  had  politicians  of  all  sides 
tliere;  never  heard  politics  talked  there  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Were  any  members  of  the  Americus  Club  intimately 
jissociated  with  you  in  running  the  city  government  at 
that  time  ? 

A.  There  were. 

Q.  Any  that  you  have  not  given  the  names  of  at  thi& 
time? 

A.  None  but  what  I  have  given  the  names  of. 

Q.  Can  you  now  recollect  so  as  to  give  the  names  of 
any  yon  have  not  given  ? 

A,  I  cannot ;  give  me  the  list  and  I  will  see  what  others 
there  are. 

Q.  How  was  that  club  supported  ? 

A.  By  subscriptions — by  dues. 

Q.  Do  you  know  or  can  you  state  at  this  time  any  con- 
siderable number  of  members  of  that  club  that  held  sine- 
cures under  the  city  government. 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q,  Can  you  positively  state  that  none  of  them  did  7 

A.  I  cannot,  but  I  think  not;  show  me  the  names  and  I 
will  pick  out  those  that  had,  and  what  positions  they 
held. 

Mr.  CoLB — Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  I  understand  you  to  say 
that  the  testimony  you  gave  before  the  Senate  Committee, 
upon  the  Wood  investigation,  was  false  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  most  of  it. 

Q,  And  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  testimony  you 
have  given  before  this  committee,  as  to  bribing  those  sen- 
ators is  true? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  still  say  so  ? 


172 

A.  I  do.  In  that  examination  I  tried  to  save  persons : 
In  this  I  am  not  trying  to  save  or  injure  them. 

Q.  That  examination  was  made  before  the  frauds  of 
the  Ring  were  discovered,  wasn't  iti 

A.  Yes,  sir — fully  discovered.  At  the  time  I  supposed 
they  would  never  be  proven. 

Q.  And  that  is  the  case  with  regard  to  all  the  senators 
both  democrat  and  republican,  whose  vote  you  have  testi- 
fied to,  within  the  house,  you  bought  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  when  you  testified  at  the  time,  that  you  bought 
neither  republican  or  democi*atic  senators,  that  wasn't 
true? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  was  trying  to  save  those  people. 

Q,  And  the  list  you  have  given  before  this  committee 
is  true  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  TwKKD— Gentlemen  of  the  Committee,  I  desire  to 
say  one  word  :  the  voluntary  part  of  my  testimony,  if  there 
is  any  voluntary  part,  is,  that  I  am  willing  to  save  the  city 
some  of  the  sums  that  have  been  taken  from  it,  and  get 
back  some  of  the  sums. 

Mr.  Cole — I  would  certainly  desire  to  know  whether  tHe 
minority  of  the  committee  is  of  opinion  that  the  commit- 
tee has  no  right  to  have  this  witness  here  to  testify.  If 
this  is  a  voluntary  investigation,  brought  about  by  the 
witness,  I  shall  dissolve  my  connection  with  this  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Cowing— If  yon  ask  that  question  from  me,  I  wouIdL^ 
like  to  state  that  I  asked  tliose  questions  for  the  purpose  o^ 
finding  out  whether  Mr.  Tweed  be  here  to  give  his 
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mony  in  a  yoluntary  manner ;  inasmuch  as  he  had  refused 
on  a  similar  occasion,  when  requested  by  a  body  wliich  had 
as  much  power  as  this  committee.  He  could  with  equal 
force  have  refused  to  testify  here,  I  think. 

Witness — I  stated  that  1  refused  to  answer  them  under 
instructions  from  the  Attorney-General,  and  under  his  in- 
structions I  did  not  answer.  I  was  perfectly  willing,  as  I 
am  now ;  more  than  now,  because  I  thought  then  it  would 
do  me  some  good.  Bat  the  Counsel  for  the  State  said  I 
shouldn't  answer  questions.  I  saw  afterwards  that  he 
didn't  want  me  to  answer  questiona  That  was  my  reason 
for  not  answering  before. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — ^When  Mr.  Tweed  was  called  upon  to 
testify  before  that  Senate  Committee,  I  recoircd  a  tele- 
gram from  one  of  the  State  Senators,  asking  whether  he 
would  object  to  testifying.  I  sent  word  he  would  object ; 
and  the  testimony  there  given  was  under  the  understand- 
ing that  Mr.  Tweed  objected  to  it,  and  didn't  do  it  volun- 
tarily, I  understand  he  is  subpoenaed  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  State  of  Nev/  York,  and  is  brought  here  by 
writ  of  habeas  corpus j  and  he  has  no  choice.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  committee  has  power  to  restrain  him,  not 
as  he  is  restrained,  but  closely ;  and  I  do  not  think  Mr. 
Tweed  is^  at  this  time,  with  his  infirmities  of  body,  able  to 
undergo  such  penalty. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Tweed,  were  you  subpoenaed  to  appear 
and  testify  before  the  Senate  Committee? 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  went  to  you  in  jail,  didn't  they? 
A.  They  did,  sir. 

Mr.  CowxKG — My  object  in  asking  the  questions,  Mr. 
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Tweed,  was  to  find  out  how  you  were  here,  and  whether 
you  wore  here  of  your  own  volition,  and  whether  you 
were  here  voluntarily  or  not. 

Witness — I  should  suppose  it  was  a  very  queer  questioti 
for  a  member  of  the  committee  to  ask  me.  I  thought  it 
was  by  the  action  of  the  committee.  I  have  no  desire  to 
answer  any  questions,  and  if  the  committee  will  agree 
with  Alderman  Cowing,  that  I  shall  not  be  brought  here 
again,  I  shall  say  "  Amen  "  with  all  my  soul. 

Mr.  CowiNO — I  didn't  understand  until  to-day  why  Mr. 
Tweed  didn't  tell  all  he  knew  before,  to  a  committee  who 
had  similar  power  to  this  committee. 

Mr.  Cole — Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  I  want  you  to  understand, 
before  we  adjourn,  that  I  shall  give  you,  this  afternoon  oi 
to-morrow  morning,  a  complete  list  of  the  Tammany  Hall 
organization,  and  I  want  you  to  refresh  your  memory  as 
to  every  man  on  it 

WrrNEss — I  shall  do  so,  unless  I  receive  other  counsel. 
If  I  find  the  suggestions  of  Mr.  Cowing  are  right,  I  shall 
refuse  to  answer. 

Mr.  Cole — Then  1  shall  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court 
to  put  you  in  contempt  of  court. 

WrrNESS — Then  1  shall  be  placed  in  a  proper  position. 
I  think  it  is  hardly  right  for  you  to  place  me  in  a  position 
where  I  appear  as  a  willing  witness  when  I  am  not  a  will- 
ing witness  by  any  means. 

Mr.  Cowing — The  only  question  suggesting  itself  to  my 
mind  was  whether,  having  brought  him  here,  we  had  any 
means  to  compel  him  to  testify.  The  sheriff  would  be 
likely  to  have  something  to  say,  he  being  under  six  mil- 
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lions  of  bail,  whether  he  conid  be  placed  in  close  confine- 
ment and  taken  out  of  his  hands. 

Mr.  Cole — Is  there  any  question  in  the  minds  of  the 
committee,  that  this  witness,  whom  they  have  brought 
here,  need  not  testify  unless  he  is  willing  to  do  so  ? 

Mr.  Cowing — No,  sir. 

Mr.  Cole — Then  why  is  this  brought  up.  Unless  the 
witness  refuses  to  testify,  why  should  the  right  of  com- 
pelling him  be  discussed? 

Witness — I  was  told  that  if  I  didn't  testify,  I  could  be 
placed  in  close  confinement,  and  therefore  I  felt  it  was 
best  to  answer.  I  am  prepared  to  refuse  to  answer  at 
any  time. 

Mr.  Cole — The  anomaly  seems  to  me  to  be,  that  a 
suggestion  should  seem  to  come  from  one  of  the  commit- 
tee who  caused  this  witness  to  be  subpoenaed,  that  he 
needn't  answer  questions,  unless  he  chooses  to  do  so.  He 
is  here  under  a  subpoena  of  the  Supreme  Court,  which 
provides  that  if  he  doesn't  answer,  he  will  have  to  bear 

/the  pains  and  penalties  of  the  law.     Now,  if  he  refuses 

.to  answer,  there  would  come  a  time  when  we  should  con- 
sider what  to  do  with  him  next.     But  he  has  not  refused ; 

^^and  certainly  Alderman  Cowing,  less  than  any  one,  ehould 
not  throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way.  I  assume  that  Alder- 
man Cowing  didn't  intend  to  intimate  that  perhaps  the 
witness  ought  not  to  answer ;  that  some  of  the  committee 

..don't  want  him  to  speak;  I  am  quite  sure  he  is  entirely 
in  accord  with  the  rest  of  the  committee  in  desiring  that 
this  thing  should   be  a  full  and  fair  investigation.     But 

^I  apprehend  that  these  remarks  may  be  misconstrued  by 

^the  witness. 

Meeting  adjourned  till  Friday,  September  28,  at  10  ▲•  m. 
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NINTH  DAY. 


SfiFrKMBBB  28 — 10  o'clock  A.  IL 

Present — Alderman  Lewis. 

"  Slevin. 

"  Cowing. 

Alderman  Lewis  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  Lewis — The  meeting  will  please  come  to  order. 

(It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  the  reading  of  the  min- 
ntes  of  the  proceedings  be  dispensed  with.  Motion 
carried.) 

Alderman  Cowmo  read  as  follows : 

"  The  object  of  cross-examination,  says  Mr.  Bouvier,and 
also  Mr.  Greenleaf  (two  highly  respectable  authorities  in 
the  law  upon  the  subject  of  evideuce),  "  is  to  sift  evi- 
dence and  try  the  credibility  of  a  witness  ^'^  and  both  of 
these  authorities  say  "  it  is  one  of  the  jprijhcijpal  tests 
which  the  law  has  devised  for  the  ascertainment  of  truth, 
and  also  one  of  the  most  efficacious.^^ 

At  the  last  meeting  of  this  Committee  I  applied  this 
test  of  cross-examination  to  the  witness  before  us  only  and 
solely  with  the  view  of  ascertaining  the  truth.  I  notice 
that  two  of  our  city  editors  differ  with  these  two  highly 
respectable  authorities  on  evidence,  and  state  its  object  to 
be  '^  to  suppress  the  trutli  and  the  facts,"  and,  most  un- 
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fairly  and  unjustly,  measure  my  motives  by  their  defini- 
tion. I  may  be  supposed  to  know  my  motives  better  than 
tlie  two  city  editors,  and  I  most  empiiatically  declare  that 
no  such  motives  as  they  attribute  to  me  ever  entered  my 
head ;  but  I  do  on  the  contrary  desire  that  the  truth  and 
the  whole  truth,  in  reference  to  the  subject  matter  before 
this  Committee,  may  be  brought  out,  let  it  hit  where  it 
may  and  whom  it  may. 

In  the  laconic  words  of  the  late  President  of  the  United 
States,  I,  for  one  member  of  this  Committee,  state,  ^  Let 
no  guilty  man  escape." 

The  Chairman  remarked  that  ioformation  having  been 
received  of  the  indisposition  of  Mr.  Cole,  the  Assistant 
Corporation  Counsel,  it  would  be  necessary  that  the  Com- 
mittee adjourn  until  another  day. 

Alderman  Cowing  moved  that  when  the  Committee 
adjourns,  it  do  so  to  meet  to-morrow,  the  29th  inst.,  at  10 
o'clock  A.  M. 

Which  was  adopted. 

Alderman  Slevin  moved  that  tho  Committee  do  now 
adjourn. 

Which  was  adopted. 

Whereupon  the  Chairman  announced  that  the  Commit- 
tee stood  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  Saturday^  the  29th 
lust,  at  10  o'clock  a.  h. 

12 
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TENTH  DAY. 


43ATI78DAT,  September  29, 1877«- 10:80  ▲.  n 

Present— » Alderman  Lewis. 

^^         SLBvor. 
"         Cowing. 

Alderman  Lbwib  in  the  Ohair. 

Mr.  Lewis — The  meeting  will  pleaso  como  to  order. 

(It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  the  reading  of  the  min- 
utes of  the  previous  meeting  be  dispensed  with.   Adopted.) 

Mr.  Cols — ^Mr.  Chairman,  I  owe  a  personal  apology  to 
the  Committee;  I  was  quite  unwoU  day  before  yesterday. 
I  thought  that  the  Committee  understood  that  I  was  not 
to  be  on  hand,  or  I  should  not  have  kept  the  Committee 
waiting,  but  would  have  had  some  one  here  for,  me  to 
make  my  excuses. 

Mr.  TwKEn — Will  the  Committee  allow  me  to  inquire 
from  the  counsel  if  I  furnished  him  with  the  questions 
Mr.  Barnes  furnished  me  some  time  ago  ? 

Mr.  Cole — Yes,  sir ;  you  hava 

Mr.  TwKKD — Mr.  Barnes  desired  I  should  do  so.  I 
•couldn't  find  the  papers,  and  therefore  I  thought  I  had 
handed  them  to  you. 
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Mr.  CoLK — ^Well  now,  Mr.  Tweed  what  are  the  facsts 
concerning  the  method  by  which  the  tax-levy  of  1870 
was  passed  ?  Ton  have  corrected  your  testimony  ;  what 
are  the  facts  ? 

A.  It  was  paid  for.  The  facts  are  just  as  I  stated  at  the 
last  meetinor — that  money  was  paid  for  the  passage  of  the 
tax-levy.  I  stated  in  the  fore  part  of  the  qnestion  that  I 
was  unable  to  state  to  whom  I  paid  the  money.  I  stated 
in  the  after  part  of  the  question  I  presumed  I  paid  them 
for  the  tax-levy. 

Q.  You  stated,  or  you  are  reported  to  have  stated,  in 
answer  to  a  question  as  to  what  members  of  the  Senate 
you  paid  money  to,  to  induce  them  to  vote  for  tlie  tax- 
levy,  that  you  paid  Senators  Graham,  Winslow,  Brand, 
Harpending,  Minier,  Bowen,  and  Wood.  Did  you  or  did 
you  not  ? 

A.  I  paid  money  to  each  of  those  gentlemen  for  some 
purpose ;  I  think  for  the  tax-levy.  We  found  out  after 
that,  if  their  votes  were  required.  Men  sometimes  were 
paid  for  supporting  a  bill  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
when  they  voted  against  it,  but  I  don't  know  whether  it 
was  so  in  that  matter.  We  paid  for  a  great  many  bills 
about  that  time  and  I  think  for  the  taxJovy. 

Q.  Are  you  clear  on  that  point  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  either  to  vote  for  bills  or  support  them  in 
committca 

Q.  Bills  concerning  the  City  of  New  York? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  for  their  votes  or  support,  or  their  promise 
to  vote  if  it  was  needed. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  about 

Mr.  Tweed — Allow  me  to  say  right  here,  sometimes  we 
paid  those  men  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  We  paid 
some  men,  who  wouldn't  vote  for  us,  when  they  wouldn't 
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go  against  ns  on  tlie  record.  No  record  was  kept  of  any 
bill  lu  the  Coniiiiittee  of  the  Whole. 

Q.  Si>  that  the  recorded  vote  of  a  member  of  tha 
Legislature  doesn't  alwa3'B  indicate  whether  or  not 

vl.  It  shows  the  final  vote,  but  doesn't  show  the  manip- 
ulations to  got  that  final  vote. 

^.  Theit)  is  a  suit  pending  against  the  city,  brought  by 
one  Navarro,  or  rather  by  the  assignee  of  Navarro,  to 
r«HK>vor  for  a  large  number  of  water  meters.  Do  you 
know  anything  about  that  suit  ? 

A,  I  do. 

^,  While  you  were  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  1870, 
was  your  attention  particularly  called  to  a  claim  in  the 
tax- levy  of  that  year,  authorizing  the  Commissioner  of 
public  Works  to  place  meters  in  all  buildings  in  the  city 
uf  Now  York? 

A.  It  was  done  after  a  consultation  with  me. 

^>.  Wore  you  consulted  with  regard  to  that  clause 
before  it  was  inserted  in  the  tax-levy  ? 

A*  I  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Jose  F.  NavaiTO  personally  ? 

A.  I  was  introduced  to  him  during  the  winter  of  1870 
in  Albany. 

Q,  About  this  time — about  the  time  of  the  passage  of 
tho  tuxlovy  ? 

A,  A  [little  before  that,  I  think.  I  saw  him  about  the 
|WSMigo  of  tlio  tax  levy.  He  was  there  quite  a  number  of 
times  during  the  winter. 

Q,  While  you  were  a  member  of  the  Lcf^islature  during 
tho  winter  of  1870,  and  before  the  passage  of  the  act  of 
March  20th  of  that  year,  relating  to  the  distribution  of 
Oroton  water,  was  your  attention  directed  to  a  clause  in 
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that  act  anthoriziug  the  Comptroller  to  pay  for  water- 
inetcrs  ? 

A,  Yea,  sir. 

Q,  Did  yon,  before  the  passage  of  those  acts,  repeatedly 
converse  with  Mr.  Navarro  upon  the  subject  of  tlie  clause 
in  the  tax-levy  referred  to  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  1871,  as  Commissioner  of  Public  Works, 
sign  a  contract  with  Mr.  ^Navarro,  by  which  he  was  to  sup- 
ply ten  thousand  water-meters  at  seventy  dollars   apiece  ? 

A,  I  signed  a  contract;  I  don't  remember  the  price. 

Q,  For  a  certain  number  of  water-meters? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  the  price  was  ? 

A,  I  have  no  recollection  about  it. 

Q,  Had  any  oflScial  of  the  City  of  New  York  any  interest 
in  that  Navarro  contract  at  the  time  it  was  made  f 

A.  They  had. 

Q.  Well,  now,  who  had  an  interest  in  it  ? 

A.  Well,  I  have  been  directed  by  my  counsel  not  to 
answer  that  question,  for  the  simple  fact  that  I  have  been 
subpoenaed  as  a  witness  in  the  Navarro  suit.  He  thinks  it 
would  be  unwise  for  me  to  tell  now  what  I  know,  and  I 
think  the  counsel  for  the  city  also  desires  me  to  tell  that 
in  the  suit  before  I  tell  anything  further  here. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Mr.  Cole,  I  have  had  a  consultation  with 
the  gentlemen  who  appear  on  behalf  of  the  prosecution  in 
that  case,  and  it  is  desired  that  Mr.  Tweed  should  not 
give  any  information  that  would  injure  the  prosecution  in 
the  case.  He  is  called  upon  as  a  witness  in  the  action 
itself,  and  can  speak  for  hiiaself,  that  it  would  be  unwise 
for  him  to  give  the  details  except  where  he  is  called  upon 
to  give  testimony  in  the  case  itself. 
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Mr.  Bangs  (Counsel  for  the  city  in  Navarro  suit) — Mr. 
Chairman,  I  understand  that  the  witness  has  gone  so  far 
as  to  state  that  the  water-meter  contract  was  one  in  which 
city  officers,  whom  he  has  not  yet  named,  had  an  interest, 
and  that  it  wits  a  corrupt  contract ;  and  that  it  is  proposed 
to  push  the  inquiry  beyond  Ihat,  so  as  to  get  at  the  name 
of  such  officers  whom  the  witness  refei-s  to.  The  fact  is 
as  stated  by  the  witness.  There  is  a  suit  pending  upon 
that  w^ater-meter  contract  against  the  city,  in  favor  of  Mr. 
Baird,  to  recover  a  sum  now  amounting  to  about  one  mil- 
lion of  dollars.  Mr.  Whitney,  the  Corporation  Counsel,, 
has  done  me  the  honor  to  associate  me  witli  himself  In  the 
defense  of  that  suit.  I,  as  one  of  the  city's  advisers,  the  city 
being  the  common  principal  of  myself  and  tlie  Honorable 
Committee,  I  feel  bound  to  say  that  1  do  not  think  that 
the  inquiry  should  be  pressed  further,  Avhen  the  witness 
has  said  that  city  officers  had  an  interest  in  tlie  contract, 
and  that  it  was  a  corrupt  contract,  I  think  that  it  may  be 
regarded  as  unfair  to  the  plaintiff  in  that  suit.  He  may 
consider  it,  perhaps  rightfully,  as  an  attempt,  in  'effect,  if 
not  in  purpose,  to  prejudice  his  case  before  the  ref»^ree 
who  is  engaged,  in  trying  it  or  before,  any  other  court 
befc're  which  it  con^et*  hereafter;  and  regarding  the 
pecuniary  interests  of  the  city,  which  I  cei-tainly  am 
bouni  to  regard,  and  to  which,  I  take  it  for  granted,  the 
Committee  will  not  be  indifferent,  I  think  those  interests 
would  be  best  subserved  if  the  yatural  order  was  followed 
until  that  point  is  reached,  and,  therefore,  I  advise  (and  I 
think  I  may  take  the  liberty  of  using  that  word,  I  being 
of  the  same  side  with  the  Committee  and  its  oxamining- 
counsel),  I  tliink  I  may  advise  that  the  Committee  and 
Mr.  Cole  desist  from  further  pushing  this  inquiry. 

Mr.  Lewis — I   understand  the  counsel  to  say  that  th» 
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interests  of  the  city  would  be  endangered  by  pressing  thi^ 
investio^ation  here.  The  Committee  have  no  desire  to 
jeopardize  those  interests  in  any  instance.  It  is  their 
part  rather  to  protect  them. 

Mr.  Cole — Then  I  shall,  under  the  instructions  of  the- 
Committee^  not  push  the  investigation  of  the  Navarro  suit 
any  further  at  this  time.  Mr.  Tweed,  do  you  know  WiU 
liam  Nelson,  Jr.  7 

^.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whom  I  mean  by  William  Nelson 
Jr.? 

A.  I  do,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  contract  made  with  William  Nel- 
son, Jr.,  by  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Works,  about 
April,  1871,  for  sewer-pipes? 

A.  I  do,  sir.  I  know  there  was  a  contract  made  with 
him  in  1871 ;  the  date  I  am  not  positive  about. 

Q.  He  has  sued  upon  a  contract,  which  he  alleges  waa 
made  on  the  29th  day  of  April,  1871. 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  record  will  show  in  the 
Department  of  Public  Works. 

Q,  And  the  amount  for  which  he  sues  is  $54,550.00, 
with  interest  from  the  twelfth  day  of  December,  1872 ; 
now,  do  you  know  anything  about  that  contract  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Was  there  any  corrupt  arrangement  between  Nelson^ 
the  plaintiff  in  this  action,  and  any  city  officials,  concerning 
that  contract  1 

A.  There  was. 

Q,  What  city  officials  were  concerned  in  that  t 

A.  I  stand  in  the  same  position  in  regard  to  that  case 
as  I  do  in  the  Navarro  claim. 
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Mr.  CoLB — I  think  the  Corporation  Counsel  has  no 
objection  to  that  investigation  being  pressed. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — I  don't  think  that  case  stands  the  same 
as  the  other  cases.  Mr.  Tweed  is  now  on  the  stand  before 
the  referee  in  that  case.  These  other  cases  stand  in  a 
different  light 

Witness — Well,  it  was  made  with  me — the  corrupt 
understanding.  I  was  then  Commissioner  of  Public 
Works. 

Q.  What  was  the  arrangement  ? 

A,  That  every  bill  that  the  contract  should  call  for — 
that  the  specification  should  call  for  large  amounts  of  cer- 
tain pipe  that  would  not  be  required,  and  small  amounts  of 
pipe  that  would  be  required,  allowing  a  bid  for  a  large 
price  for  what  they  would  use  and  a  small  price  for  what 
they  would  not  use. 

Q,  And  the  agreement  was  that  the  lar^  profits  to  be 
derived  from  this  unbalanced  bid  should  be  divided 
between  Nelson  and  yourself  ? 

A.  Ten  per  cent,  of  it  was  to  come  to  me,  of  the 
amount  of  the  bill. 

Q.  Was  this  ten  per  cent,  to  come  to  you  as  a  compen- 
sation to  you  for  giving  Nelson  the  contract  by  this  im- 
proper agreement  7 

A.  They  arranged  it  so  that  he  could  obtain  the  con- 
tract and  the  work  to  be  furnished  for  it. 

Q.  You  told  him  how  it  could  be  arranged  that  he 
should  obtain  the  contract  by  this  improper  agreement  7 

A.  Thus,  for  instance,  we  had  thirty-six,  forty-eight  and^ 
fifty-two  inch  pipe  required,  which  we  were  going  to  use^ 
a  small  quantity  of  each,  and  that  is  a  high-priced  pip^ 
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naturally.  We  then  wanted  eight,  ten,  twelve,  and  four- 
teen inch  pipe,  of  which  we  would  use  large  quantities. 
The  contract  was  awarded  upon  the  whole  amount  of 
pipe  mentioned  in  the  specification.  Well,  we  would  call 
for  a  very  large  amount  of  high-priced  pipe  we  did  not 
want  and  for  a  very  small  amount  of  the  low-priced  pipe 
which  we  did  want,  or  for  a  very  large  amount  of  the  pipe 
we  did  not  want  or  the  other  way,  as  the  case  might  be.  The 
contract  also  had  a  clause  allowing  us  to  call  for  more  or 
less  of  the  pipe  as  we  desired. 

Q.  More  or  less  than  the  specification  called  for  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  when  the  bid  came  in  the  high-priced  pipe, 
say  a  thousand  feet  of  high-priced  pipe  called  for,  and 
twenty  dollars  was  paid  for  it,  say,  and  tlie  small  amount 
of  low-priced  pipe  called  for,  which  say  would  be  one  dol- 
lar, one  dollar  ten,  or  a  dollar  twenty.  The  aggregate  of 
what  that  amounted  to  was  taken  as  the  bid,  and  of  course 
the  man  knowing  that  point,  much  of  the  high-priced  pipe 
being  called  for,  had  the  opportunity  of  making  his  aggre- 
gate amount  to  much  less  than  any  other.  Ko  outsider 
could  compete  at  all. 

Q.  And  was  there  between  yourself  and  Nelson  an 
arranocement  of  this  nature  ? 

A.  He  was  informed  that  the  specifications  were  not 
to  be  followed  when  the  pipe  was  actually  called  for  to  be 
delivered,  and  there  was  a  clause  in  the  contract  which 
allowed  the  Department  of  Public  Works  to  call  for 
what  they  pleased. 

Q.  Not  to  be  guided  by  the  specifications  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  My  negotiations  were  not  directly  with 
Mr.  Nelson, 

Q,  Not  in  pereon  I 

A.  No,  sir.     Through  my  deputy,  Mr.  King. 
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Q.  Did  Mr.  King  represent  to  jou  that  he  had  seen  Mr. 
Nelson  in  person  ? 

A,  He  did,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  Nelson  had  agreed  to  this  arrangement  ? 

A^  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  after  that,  were  the  amounts  called  for  under 
those  specifications  changed  in  accordance  with  the  agree- 
ment which  King  told  you  he  had  had  with  Nelson  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  the  contracts  were  made  on  small  amounts 
of  pipe,  on  prices  to  suit  the  amounts  this  contract  was 
made  on.  The  Attorney  General  has  Mr.  King  in  his 
hands,  I  see,  conducting  the  prosecution.  I  see  the  nolle 
prosequi  in  all  his  suits  have  brought  him  back.  Probably 
he  will  be  here  to  testify  to  it  himself  in  a  few  days. 

Q.  Now,  before  this  contract,  do  you  know  whether 
Nelson  had  any  other  contracts  for  articles  of  this  kind  ? 

A.  Prior  to  that  time  the  contracts  were  all  made  in 
the  Croton  Water  Department,  which,  by  tlie  Charter  of 
1870,  was  all  vested  in  the  Street  Department 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  ever  had  a  contract 
before  ?  , 

A.  He  had  a  contract,  but  I  don't  know  what  it  was. 
I  think  he  had  those  from  the  Croton  Water  Department. 

Q.  Was  this  arrangement  which  King  told  you  he  had 
had  with  Nelson,  and  which  was  subsequently  carried 
out,  made  before  or  after  the  proposals  were  advertised 
for? 

A.  Made  before  the  specifications  were  prepared.  The 
specifications  were  prepared,  and  then  the  advertisements 
were  made. 

Q.  And  the  specifications  were  prepared  in  accordance 
with  that  understanding,  and  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  that  understanding? 
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A.  Yes,  sir.  1  think  the  books  will  corroborate  what  I 
tell  here.     I  know  Mr.  King  would. 

Q.  Who  actually  made  up  those  specifications? 

A.  They  were  generally  made  up  by  Mr.  Tracy,  or  in 
Mr.  Tracy's  department — the  engineer's  department. 

Q.  Of  the  Department  of  Public  Works? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  that  time,  who  was  the  Chief  Engineer  in  charge  ? 

A.  Mr.  Tracy.  I  think  Mr.  Stevenson  Towle  was  his 
assistant,  and  did  the  work. 

Q.  That  being  the  duty  of  the  engineer,  was  it  done 
by  the  engineers  of  their  motion,  or  did  you  direct  them  ? 

A.  1  directed  them.  They  prepared  their  specifica- 
tions and  I  directed  them  to  be  prepared.  , 

Q.  You  directed  the  engineer  to  change  the  specifica- 
tions, so  as  to  meet  the  requirements  of  this  understand- 
ing between  you.  King  and  Nelson  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  give  those  directions  to  alter  the 
specifications  ? 

A.  Mr.  Tracy,  and,  I  think  Mr.  Towle,  but  I  know 
Mr.  Tracy.    He  was  the  chief. 

Q.  And  the  alterations  were  made  in  accordance  with 
your  directions  ? 

A.  Whatever  I  ordered  in  the  department  was  done. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  either  of  these  engineers  your  purpose 
in  making  these  alterations? 

A.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Q.  Did  anybody  in  the  department  oppose  your  influ- 
ence or  direction  ? 

A.  They  might  have  done  so,  but  I  don't  recollect  it 
My  will  was  law,  and  if  I  ordered  a  thing  done,  it  wag 
generally  carried  out. 
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Q.  Do  yon  recollect  any  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
officers  in  yonr  department  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  but  if  they  made  any  opposition,  they 
wonid  not  have  been  there  next  day.  There  would  have 
been  some  one  who  would  have  done  it. 

Q,  Now,  after  that  contract  was  awarded  to  Nelson, 
nnder  the  specifications  which  were  subsequently  altered, 
how  long  was  it  before  the  alterations  were  actually 
made? 

A.  I  think  the  very  first — they  were  not  all  called  for 
at  the  time.  There  were  two  ways  of  his  delivering  this 
pipe.  One  was  delivering  it  by  requisition  at  the  Corpo- 
ration yard,  foot  of  Twenty-third  or  Twenty-fourth  street 
Another  way  was,  the  contractor  was  obliged  by  the  con- 
tract to  build  the  sewer  with  a  certain  kind  of  pipe.  We 
got  an  order  from  him  for  that.  Everything  that  was 
wanted  he  would  come  to  us — to  the  Department  of  Pub- 
lic Works — and  get  a  permit  from  them  to  go  to  Mr.  Nel- 
son. Mr.  Nelson  delivered  that  pipe  upon  the  order  from 
the  Department  of  Public  Works.  At  the  expiration  of  a 
month  or  whenever  necessary — whenever  Mr.  Nelson  de- 
sired it — ^he  presented  his  bill  for  that  pipe,  with  the  re- 
ceipt of  the  contractor  to  whom  he  delivered  it,  and  the 
order  from  the  Department.  That  bill  whenever  it  was 
presented  was  looked  upon  the  same  as  a  bill  for  articles 
furnished  to  the  city.  We  would  then  take  the  amount 
called  for  in  his  bill,  which  had  been  furnished  to  the 
contractor,  we  reserving  in  all  our  contracts  for  sewer 
building  either  thirty  or  thirty-five  per  cent — thirty,  I 
think — and  that  bill  we  would  allow  as  expenditures  paid 
the  contractor,  and  we  finally  would  take  off  the  amount 
of  that  pipe.  That  was  one  way.  Another  way  was  to 
deliver  in  specified  quantities  to  the  order  of  the  contractor, 
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to  be  supplied  at  the  yard,  and  the  pipe  furnished  from 
there  would  be  charged  to  you  the  same  as  that  furnished 
by  Mr.  Nelson. 

Q,  Now,  do  I  understand  jou  to  mean  that  the  changes 
in  the  specifications,  so  as  to  suit  this  arrangement,  were 
made  as  the  different  bills  came  in  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  done  as  a  general  thing.  We  knew, 
when  the  specifications  came  in,  that  the  large-priced  pipe 
would  never  be  required. 

Q.  That  was  understood  between  you  three  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  were  these  changes  made  immediately  upon 
the  contract  being  awarded,  or  was  it  an  afteithought  of 
somebody  altering  the  style  of  the  sewer,  which  made  it 
necessary? 

A.  I  have  stated  it  was  made  before  the  specifications 
were  ever  prepared,  and  for  the  express  purpose  of  carry- 
ing out  this  agreement. 

Q.  Now,  your  share  of  the  profit  to  be  derived  from 
this  arrangement  between  yourself  and  Nelson  was  to  be 
paid  yon,  I  understand,  in  the  shape  of  a  percentage  ? 

A.  Not  a  share ;  I  was  to  have  a  percentage  of  the 
gross  amount  of  the  bill. 

Q,  Ten  per  cent,  upon  the  amount  of  the  bills  t 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  to  share  that  ten  per  cent,  with  you  ? 
A.  Nobody. 

Q.  This  was  an  arrangement  of  your  own  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  1  think  Mr.  King  was  to  be  paid  some- 
thing, although  I  have  no  distinct  recollection  of  that.  I 
understood  that  Mr.  Connolly  was  paid,  but  that  was  not 
done  through  me. 
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Q.  How  did  you  know,  when  these  bills  were  presented, 
whether  the  articles  had  been  delivered  or  not  f 

-4.  There  was  a  certificate  that  had  to  be  received, 
given  to  the  head  of  the  Bureau,  through  cither  Mr. 
Tracy  or  Mr.  Towle — Towle,  1  think,  for  those  articles 
need  by  the  contractor.  That  was  done  by  the  man  who 
had  charge  of  the  corporation  yard. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  depended  entirely 
upon  a  certificate  by  somebody  in  the  enghieer's  depart- 
ment ? 

A,  Entirely,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  in  point  of  fact,  whether  all  articles 
certified  by  the  engineer's  department  were  delivered  or 
not? 

A.  No  other  way  except  the  certificate  from  the  engi- 
neer's department 

Q.  And  which  appears  upon  the  foot  of  the  bills  ? 

A.  Foot  of  the  bills. 

Q.  Then  do  1  understand  that  as  far  as  you  were  con- 
cerned, or  as  far  as  you  knew,  there  was  no  corrupt  ar- 
rangement as  to  the  certification  of  the  amounts  actually 
received  ? 

A,  I  know  of  nothing  beyond  my  own  matter,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  to  get  ten  per  cent.,  not  only  on  the  material 
which  was  delivered  directly  to  the  department,  at  the 
department  yard,  but  also  upon  material  which,  upon 
requisition,  was  delivered  to  the  contractor? 

A.  That  was  the  same  thing — all  paid  out  of  the  same 
fund,  and  in  the  same  way. 

Q.  And  it  came  out  of  all  bills  ? 

A.  Out  of  all  bills. 

Q,  Now,  you  connect  Nelson  with  this  agreement 
through  King  ? 
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A.  1  do. 

Q.  King  roado  the  proposal  to  yon  }  Ho  said  he  had 
seen  Nelson,  did  he  ? 

A.  Said  he  had  spoken  to  Nelson. 

Q,  Did  he  subsequently  tell  you  he  had  seen  Nelson,  and 
it  was  all  satisfactory  with  Nelson  ? 

A.  That  was  the  understanding. 

Q.  And  the  figures,  you  think,  will  carry  out  what  you 
have  described  ? 

A:  As  far  as  I  have  seen  the  figures,  they  will. 

Mr.  Cole — AVe  have  no  doubt  that  they  will.  Do  you 
know  whether  any  of  the  city  departments,  during  your 
term  of  office,  had  any  dealings  with  Jones  &  Company, 
who  are  stationera  ? 

A.  All  of  them,  I  think. 

Q.  And  the  firm  was  composed  of  whom  ? 

A.  Used  to  be  Edward  Jones — Edmund  or  Edward,  I 
don't  know  which  it  was — and  William  C.  Rogers.  I  know 
they  often  used  the  name  Edmund  Jones,  although,  I 
tliink,  his  name  was  Edward.  There  is  another  gentleman 
whose  name  1  do  not  know,  but  I  can  connect  him  with 
the  Johnson  Rotary  Lock  Company.  Understand,  I  don't 
know  of  any  other  than  those  two  gentlemen,  but  I  think 
the  other  two  were  in  it. 

Q.  They  allege,  in  their  numerous  complaints,  that  the 
firm  was  composed  of  Edward  Jones,  William  C.  Rogers, 
and  J.  Jarvis  Jones.  Don't  you  know  of  another  name 
there? 

A,  No,  sir.  Recollect  I  only  tell  this  from  my  memory 
of  what  happened  seven  years  ago. 

Q,  There  are  four  suits  brought  by  Edward  E.  Jones  & 
Company  against  the  city  for  stationery  furnished  to,  and 
printing  done  for,  the  several  departments,  amounting  in 
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the  whole  to  $801,800.85,  with  interest  from  different 
dates,  ranging  from  1868  to  1870.  I  shall  take  them  up 
seriatim,  and  examine  you  with  regard  to  each.  The  first 
is  a  suit  brought  by  Edward  Jones  &  Company  against  the 
Mayor,  etc.,  for  printing,  and  stationery  furnished  to  the 
Common  Council  in  the  year  1868,  and  it  amounts  to  the 
enormous  sum  of  $268,490.03.  Now,  was  there  any  cor- 
rupt agreement  between  Edward  Jones  &  Company  and 
any  city  official  for  them  to  get  anything  by  it  ? 

A.  Well,  he  was  to  pay  a  percentage  on  all  the  work  ho 
got. 

Q.  Well,  what  percentage  f 

A,  Fifteen,  I  think. 

Q.  Who  got  that  fifteen  per  cent  f 

A.  It  was  received  sometimes  by  me,  and  sometimes  by 
others. 

Q.  You  were  not  only  to  get  it,  but  did  get  it ! 

-4.  We  did  get  it. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  do  you  think  that  two  hundred 
and  sixty-eight  thousand  four  hundred  and  ninety  dollars' 
worth  of  stationery  could  be  used  by  the  Common  Council 
in  a  year. 

A.  That  is  a  good  deal  of  money. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  in  point  of  fact,  whether,  in  that  first 
bill  in  1868,  there  was  any  fraud  in  any  way  ? 

A.  I  can't  give  you  any  definite  date  or  any  definite 
information  on  that  subject,  because  that  was  a  matter  1 
could  not  hold  in  mv  mind.  I  have  never  seen  the  bill, 
and  don't  know  the  items,  and  if  I  did,  I  don't  think  1 
would  be  able  to  tell  you  about  them. 

Q,  Well,  generally  ? 

A.  My  idea  is  that  no  bill  of  Jones'  was  ever  a  legiti- 
mate bill. 
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Q.  Yon  know  that  as  to  all  bills  of  Jones'  there  was  this 
fifteen  per  cent,  to  be  paid  ? 

A.  I  know  there  was  a  per  cent,  to  be  paid. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter,  in  their  dealings 
with  the  city  officials,  that  makes  you  think  their  bills  were 
not  just  what  they  ought  to  be  ? 

A.  During  the,  years  1868  and  1869 — I  think  both  years 
— Mr.  Jones  had  a  large  batch  of  bills  Connolly  would  not 
pay.  After  that  Jones  was  up  in  Albany,  and  wanted  ui 
to  get  them  inserted  in  the  tax-levy,  but  it  was  so  much 
money  we  didn't  dare  to  put  tliera  in.  He  wanted  tc 
know  if  1  couldn't  get  them  in,  and  he  thought  we  could 
get  them  in.  We  agreed  to  do  it  in  committee— to  divide 
them,  and  each  put  in  what  he  could,  but  we  wanted  sc 
much  money  he  wouldn't  pay  it  1  was  blamed  for  not 
having  them  in.  They  thought  I  could  if  I  wanted  to,  and 
on  that  was  the  original  foundation  of  the  Young 
Democracy.  Mr.  Jones  was  the  original  financier  of  the 
Young  Democracy. 

Q.  With  regard  to  the  bills  about  which  you  arc 
t^peaking,  were  they  bona  fide  bills  ? 

A.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  think  that  the  charges  made  for  stationery 
and  printing 

A.  I  knew  nothing  about  that ;  that  is,  the  bills  them- 
selves, I  know  of,  but  I  don't  know  anything  of  this  par- 
ticular bill,  but  I  know  when  any  one  from  any  of  the 
city  departments  called  on  Jones  &  'Company  with  a 
requisition  for  stationery  for  any  of  the  different  city  or 
county  departments  they  would  make  them  presents  for 
such  requisition — blankets,  saddles,  jewelry,  crockery,  har- 
ness, and  trunks,  and  everything  they  wished  in    that  line. 

There  used  to  be  a  store  three  or  four  doors  below   Mr. 
18 
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Jones'.  It  was  a  fancy  goods  store — crockery  and  fancy 
goods — 1  can't  think  of  the  very  finn.  Jones  used  to  take 
persons  who  called  with  requisitions  for  stationery  or  sup- 
plies into  this  place  and  make  these  presents  to  them,  and 
that  was  all  charged  in  the  bills  for  stationery,  I  suppose. 
I  recollect  one  case  particularly.  There  was  a  brother  of 
a  former  Police  Commissioner  of  the  Ninth  Ward.  He 
was  Police  Commissioner  for  a  short  time,  I  forget  his 
name.  Lot  me  see — what  was  it  ?  Oh  !  Cholwell  bis 
name  was,  George  Ring  Cholwell,  in  Maiden  Lane,  next 
door  to  Nassau  street,  on  the  south  side.  I  only  mention 
the  Police  Commissioner  to  bring  me  back  to  the  name, 
and  I  know  Jones  would  often  take  me — or  Rogers  or  any 
of  them — and  buy  anything  in  the  way  of  fancy  goods  I 
wanted — Russian  leather.  I  don't  know  that  Mr. 
Cholwell  knew  anything  about  it.  Robes  for  carriages,  and 
sleighs  and  everything — fancy  writing  desks.  We  would 
get  there  anything  we  wanted  in  the  way  of  fancy  goods. 
I  can't  name  anything  man  would  require  that  he  wouldn't 
furnish  if  they  asked  him  for  it. 

Q,  And  these  were  never  paid  for? 

A.  Not  as  far  as  1  know. 

Q.  And  they  were  inserted  in  his  bills  for  stationery  ? 

A.  That  was  the  understanding ;  they  were  to  be.  Fine 
pictures,  and — Oh,  I  can't  name  them.  Almost  every- 
thing. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  recollect  anybody  except  yourself 
who  obtained  articles  from  Jones  and  Company  to  be 
paid  for  by  the  city  as  stationery  ? 

A.  Oh,  I  don't  know  that  it  was  to  be  paid  for  as 
stationery.     I  suppose  it  was  paid  for  in  that  way. 

Q.  Who  else  do  you  remember  as  having  receiver^ 
goods  in  that  way  ? 
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A.  Mr.  Connolly  received  a  good  many  little  favors  of 
that  kind,  and  I  guess  pretty  inneli  everybody  who  went 
there  with  a  requisition.  He  would  present  them  with 
something  of  that  kind  ;  either  a  nice  gold  pen  or  s.  nice 
knife  worth  five  or  six  dollars,  or  something  of  that  kind. 
For  instance,  any  department  in  the  city,  say  your  depart- 
ment, required  stationery ;  a  requisition  would  be  made. 
Some  young  man  from  your  department  would  go  over 
to  them  and  deliver  the  requisition.  Jones  would  say, 
**  Well,  tills  is  a  very  nice  requisition,"  and  then  he  would 
try  if  possible  to  have  a  larger  requisition  made  out ;  and 
whether  or  not,  he  would  invite  this  young  man  to  go  in 
^nd  show  him  a  lot  of  fancy  goods  and  make  him  pres- 
ents of  them  and  enlarge  the  requisition  that  way,  or  else 
cot  furnish  the  full  amounts  of  the  requisitions.  I  think 
Mr.  Kogers  and  Jones  were  about  the  departments  all  the 
time,  and  called  upon  everybody.  I  think  Mr.  Sweeney 
itjceived  fancy  articles  from  them  in  that  way. 

Q.  Will  you  please  think  this  matter  over,  and  state  the 
names  of  everybody  that  you  can,  that  you  know  of  hav- 
ing received  these  so-called  presents  ? 

A.  I  know  so  many  that  I  really  can't  think  of  them. 
I  won't  state  anything  upon  that  subject  because  the 
names  of  men  I  have  mentioned  may  be  connected  with 
the  matter  so  that  I  couldn't  connect  them  with  any  one 
thing. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  person  except  yourself  whom  you 
know  to  have  received  presents  from  these  persons  ? 

A.  I  know  Mr.  Connolly  did,  and  I  know  Mr.  Sweeney 
had  presents  from  them.  I  know  pretty  nearly  all  tlie 
heads  of  the  bureaus  in  my  department  had  presents  from 
them.     I  know  Mr.  King  did. 

Q.  Well,  now,  name  the  members  of  the  bureaux  that 


196 


you  know  did  ;  not  those  that  you  may  have  a  vague  ides 
did  so,  but  that  you  know  did  so  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  come  nearer  to  the  mark 
than  to  say  everybody.  I  may  say  that  everybody  who 
furnished  requisitions  to  Jones  &  Company  for  stationery 
and  supplies  received  such  presents.  Beceived  furniture, 
bridles,  saddles,  and  everything.  I  think  I  would  be  right 
in  saying  everybody. 

Mr.  Cowing — Everybody  connected  with  the  city  gov- 
ernment at  that  time? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  CoLB — Have  you  any  idea  how  Jones  &  Com- 
pany carried  those  expenditures  of  the  presents  into  their 
bills  for  printing  ? 

A.  By  putting  in  large  amounts  where  they  furnished 
but  small. 

Q,  I  turn  at  random  in  one  of  these  complaints  to 
this  item :  **  1869,  November  19th ;  fifteen  reams  of 
official  note-paper — $210  ;"  that  is  how  much? 

A.  Fourteen  dollars  a  ream. 

Q.  Is  it  your  idea  that  in  making  such  an  enormous  and 
palpably  erroneous  charge,  that  they  did  it  in  that  way  f 

A.  That  is  my  idea. 

Q.  That  tliey  put  in  things  they  didn't  give  at  all  in 
Si)me  instances  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  they  increased  tlie  prices  in  more  cases 
when  they  did  give  anything  1 

A,  I  know  they  did. 

Q,  Their  bills  were  not  only  tainted  by  this  arrange- 
ment of  fifteen  per  cent.,  but  were  also  absolutely  false 
as  to  quantities,  amounts  and  prices  t 

A,  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  You  Bay  you  know  that  in  some  cases ;  can  yon  at 
this  time  8|)ecify  any  particular  case  ? 

A.  Oh,  no,  sir;  I  cannot.  1  know  those  articles  ho 
fnmished  to  me  and  to  others,  for  he  told  me  so  himself. 
I  am  not  specifying  any  exact  bill,  any  more  than  I  can 
tell  I  paid  a  bill  in  gold  or  silver  on  a  ceitain  day. 

Q.  You  say  members  of  the  firm  of  Jones  &  Co.  them- 
selves told  you  of  these  practices  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  Mr.  Eogers  and  Mr.  Jones  both  told  me 
they  did  it. 

Q.  Is  that,  in  your  judgment,  as  to  all  bills  presented 
by  Jones  &  Co.  against  the  city,  in  the  years  1868, 1869. 
Md  1870 ! 

A.  Large  percentages  were  paid  on  all  the  bills.  Large 
percentages  were  paid  on  what  they  fnmished,  for  I  know 
persons,  bringing  requisitions,  got  what  they  desired  in 
that  line — books  and  everything.  When  I  say  books,  I 
mean  novels — libraries. 

Q.  And  all  these  matters,  outside  of  printing  and  sta- 
tionery, were  not  furnished  to  the  city — no  pretense  of 
that — but  were  given  to  individuals  connected  with  the 
city  departments,  for  their  own  personal  use  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  city  and  county  both. 

Q.  And  charged  to  the  city  and  county  f 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  William  C.  Bogers  and  Company — who  were 
William  C.  Kogers  and  Company  ? 

A,  I  always  supposed  Jones  was  the  Company  in 
Sogers.  After  a  few  years  Jones,  who  was  a  nephew  of 
Kogers,  went  pretty  much  out  of  the  business.  Jones' 
health  became  very  poor,  and  he  went  away.  I  think 
that  is  the  same  firm,  only  a  different  heading.  I  know 
one  firm  was  merged  in  the  other. 


198 


Q.  They  brought  two  suits  pending  against  the  city^ 
amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  $418,522.72.  The  first  of 
those  suits  is  for  $323,609.42,  for  stationery  furnished  to 
various  city  and  county  departments  from  January,  1869, 
to  May  the  Ist,  1870 ;  and  the  second  one  is  for  stationery 
furnished  to  the  county  between  1868  and  1870,  for 
$94,913.30.  Tlie  printed  complaints  in  these  two  actions 
allege  that  the  firm  of  Rogers  &  Company  is  composed 
of  William  C.  Rogers,  Edward  Jones  and  J.  Jar  vis  Jones, 
the  same  persons. 

A.  As  1  supposed,  one  concern  was  merged  in  the  other 
and  changed  the  name.  Every  remark  I  have  made  about 
Edward  Jones  &  Company  is  the  same  with  regard  to 
William  C.  Rogei*s  &  Company.  They  were  about  the 
same  firm  and  they  were  the  same  parties,  as  I  supposed 
they  were. 

Q.  Well,  these  operations  that  you  have  described  went 
on  between  tlie  county,  and  citj'  and  county  ofiicers,  from 
1868  down  and  through  1870,  didn't  they  ? 

A,  Up  to  the  passage  of  the  new  charter.  Mr.  Jones 
was  a  very  active  adherent  of  what  was  called  the  Young 
Democracy,  the  opponents  of  the  parties  in  power  at  that 
time,  and  as  a  matter  of  course  he  had  no  more  bills  or 
anything  else. 

Q,  The  parties  in  power,  who  composed  the  Ring  at 
that  timet  And  you  didn't  give  him  any  more  of  this 
kind  of  work  to  do? 

A,  We  didn't  give  him  anything. 

Q.  That  ended  his  connection  with  the  city  as  a  pur- 
veyor of  printing  and  saddles  and  bridles  and  everything 
else? 

A.  That  ended  it  through  me,  and  everybody  else,  I 
think.    The  two  firms  were  exactly  the  same,  and  what  I 
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Bay  about  tho  one  I  say  about  the  other.  I  can't  distin- 
guish the  two. 

Q.  And  as  to  all  their  bills,  namely,  from  1868  until 
the  passage  of  the  Charter  of  1870 ;  were  they  tainted 
with  this  fraudulent  agreement? 

A,  No  less  than  fifteen  per  cent.,  and  often  much  more. 

Q,  Who  else  that  you  can  name,  besides  you,  knew 
about  this  agreement  with  Kogers  &  Co.  and  Jones  k 
Co.,  concerning  the  percentages  ? 

A,  I  think  Mr.  Woodward,  who  is  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  prosecution — in  the  hands  of  the  State  authorities  as 
their  witness — knew  it ;  and  Mr.  King  I  know  did,  and 
Mr.  Woodward  I  am  certain  did. 

Q.  Well,  with  regard  to  the  presents  that  were  made 
and  the  pictures  that  were  furnished,  and  the  gold  pens 
and  pen-knives,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing ;  there  must  be 
numerous  persons  who  can  testify  to  that  7 

A.  Oh,  yes,  sir ;  1  think  everybody  connected  with  the 
city  department  can  tell  that. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  think  that  matter  over  carefully 
and  state  the  names  of  some  persons  you  think  would  be 
good  witnesses  in  the  matter — simply  those  persons  whom 
you  think  had  knowledge  of  the  matter  and  would  be 
valuable  witnesses  7 

A.  Take  most  any  member  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen 
or  the  Board  of  Assistant  Aldermen  for  those  years,  I 
think. 

Q,  I  would  very  much  like  for  you  to  furnish  me  with 
the  names  of  such  persons  as  you  think  would  be  good 
witnesses — to  be  used  as  witnesses  only  in  behalf  of  the 
Corporation  in  these  cases. 

A.  Any  information  I  can  give  1  will  give,  and  give 
willingly. 
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Mr.  CoLB — Now,  the  Tenth  National  Bank  has  a  Biiit 
pending  against  the  city  for  two  hundred  and  Kfty  thou- 
«and  dollars,  for  money  loaned  to  the  city.  Do  you 
know  anything  about  that  ? 

A.  Except  what  Mr.  Ingersoll  told  me. 

Q.  Well,  tell  me  all  you  know  about  that  ? 

A.  Ingersoll  told  me  they  had  borrowed  a  large  amount 
of  money  from  the  Tenth  National  Bank,  but  I  under- 
stood at  the  time  that  he  had  borrowed  it  on  his  own  indi- 
vidual responsibility.  I  presumed  he  did,  as  Mr.  Palmer, 
who  was  then  cashier  of  the  bank,  and  afterwards  presi- 
dent, told  me  he  intended,  commencing  suit  against  Mr. 
Ingersoll  for  the  balance.  The  money  was  borrowed,  as  1 
nnderstand,  by  depositing  in  the  bank,  as  collateral,  bills 
against  the  Court-house,  approved  by  the  Commissioners, 
which,  when  the  money  was  transferred  from  the  Comp- 
troller on  requisition  of  the  Commissioners,  to  the  bank, 
the  bank  w^ould  pay,  thus  making  certain  of  paying  them- 
selves. 

Q.  The  bank  was  one  of  the  depositaries  of  the  city 
treasury  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  of  that,  I 
understand,  was  afterwards  paid  in  that  way.  The 
money  was  transferred  from  one  of  the  other  banks  to  the 
Tenth  National  Bank,  and  a  requisition  was  drawn  by  the 
Court-house  Commissioners  for  this  money,  and  it  was 
paid,  and  they  surrendered  some  of  the  collaterals  for 
it. 

Q.  Well,  the  collaterals  were,  you  say,  the  approved 
bills  for  the  erection  of  the  Court-house  ? 

A.  Approved  bills  of  the  Commissioners. 

^.  Were  they  bona  fde  bills  ? 

A,  I  think  not,  because  Mr.   Ingersoll  told   lue  they 
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were  not,  and  he  was  very  anxious  to  get  every  one  from 
the  bank. 

Q.  Ingersoll  told  you  they  borrowed  this  money  from 
the  bank  for  his  own  pu]*poses  ? 

A.  He  didn't  say  for  his  own  purposes,  but  on  his  own 
credit,  I  understood,  and  for  the  purposes  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. I  was  more  convinced  of  that  from  what  Mr. 
Palmer  told  me — that  they  intended  to  commence  suit 
against  the  city.     He  was  cashier  then. 

Q.  Is  he  connected  with  the  bank  now ! 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  he  is  or  not ;  he  was  president 
afterward,  but  the  bank  has  changed  hands  in  every 
way. 

Q.  And  subsequently  he  brought  suit  against  the  city  t 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  and  Ingersoll  was  very  much  frightened 
about  it,  I  know. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  so  J 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  was  he  frightened  ? 

A.  On  account  of  having  these  bills  approved  by  the 
Commissioners  in  the  hands  of  the  bank.  Part  of  that 
money  that  they  borrowed,  $112,500,  was  paid  to  me  to 
expend  in  Albany  in  this  way :  They  were  appointed 
Commissioners  in  1870 — December,  1870,  I  think — and 
there  were  bills  then  for  all  the  money  which  was  appro- 
priated for  that  year — I  believe  six  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars. The  commission  consisted,  I  think,  of  Mr.  Walsh, 
Mr.  Coman,  Mr.  Ingersoll,  and  Mr.  Norton.  They  were 
appointed  in  December,  1870,  under  a  provision  of  the  tax- 
levy  of  the  county,  ^in  1870.  It  held  over  and  nobody 
was  appointed  from  the  passage  of  the  charter  until 
December — November  or  December.  Then  these  four 
gentlemen  were  appointed.    In  1871  they  wanted  another 
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appropriation  —  they  wanted  one  million  dollars. 
They  talked  of  a  million  dollars,  and  came 
to  Albany,  and  endeavored  to  get  it  into  the  tax- 
levy  of  that  year.  Norton  was  then  a  member  of  the 
Senate.  It  was  impossible  to  have  the  appropriation 
made  for  a  million  dollars.  Finally,  after  much  talk 
with  IngersoU,  who  wanted  rae  to  get  what  I  conld  put  in 
the  tax-levy,  I  told  him  it  was  a  matter  of  impossibility 
to  get  anything  in  unless  they  paid  for  it,  because  the 
tax-levy  then  was  overloaded,  and  the  Republicans  were 
about  making  a  party  question  of  it — what  they  after- 
wards did.  Finally,  he  consented  to  pay  for  it,  and  said : 
"  Any  amount  you  can  get  in  I  will  pay  fifteen  per 
cent,  of."  At  that  time  I  think  he  paid  me  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  That  was  put  in  pool 
along  with  the  other  money  for  the  passage  of 
the  things  we  wanted  in  the  tax  -  levy  of  1871, 
and  expended.  After  the  Legislature  adjourned  or 
a  short  time  after  that  he  paid  me  $112,500,  which  made 
up  the  fifteen  per  cent,  on  $750,000.  That  remained  that 
way  until  the  troubles  commenced,  somewhere  along  in 
1871.  IngersoU  and  I  had  a  settlement  one  day  at  my 
house.  We  had  had  a  good  deal  of  business  between  ub 
before  that.  I  had  borrowed  a  good  deal  from  him — two 
or  three  hundred  thousand  dollars.  I  can  fix  the  day 
very  well.  I  am  quite  satisfied  of  the  day  because  it  was 
the  day  of  his  first  arrest.  He  was  arrested  that  evening 
first.  In  the  settlement  he  allowed  that  $112,500  as  money 
he  allowed  to  me — to  be  used  for  his  purposes,  but  since 
then — since  he  has  been  released — he  has  commenced  a 
suit  against  me  in  Connecticut  for  that  $112,500.  The  suit 
is  still  pending. 

Q.  And  this  $112,500  was  part  of  the  money  which  wai 
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obtained  by  him  from  the  Tenth  National  Bank  by  the 
deposit  of  these  bills  as  collateral  1 

A.  So  he  informed  me. 

Q.  Who  were  the  directors  of  the  Tenth  National  Bank  I 

A.  I  don't  know  ;  I  can't  name  them  ;  I  think  Mr.  Fisk 
was  one,  I  was  one,  Hall  was  one,  Connolly  was  one,  Inger- 
soU  was  one. 

Q.  Ingersoll  was  a  director  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you,  and  all  of  you,  were  directors  ? 

A.  All  directors. 

Q.  Did  the  directors,  or  any  of  tliem,  except  you  and 
Ingersoll,  know  that  this  money,  or  part  of  it,  was  borrowed 
for  the  purpose  of  affecting  legislation  in  Albany  ? 

A.  I  think  Palmer  knew  ;  the  cashier,  I  think  he  made 
the  loan  himself ;  I  don't  think  it  was  done  by  the  direc- 
tors ;  I  think  it  was  done  by  Mr.  Palmer  himself. 

Q.  What  makes  you  think  that  Palmer  knew  the  pur- 
pose of  that  loan? 

.1.  Because  he  talked  to  me  about  it  frequently  after  it 
happened. 

Q.  Was  there  anybody  else,  except  you  and  Ingersoll 
and  Palmer,  connected  with  the  bank,  that  knew  about  it  ? 

A,  Mr.  Sweeney  knew  about  it  at  that  time,  and  Mr. 
Connolly. 

Q.  Was  any  of  the  money  borrowed  from  the  Tenth 
National  Bank  at  that  time  used  for  the  legitimate  pur- 
poses  of  the  city  ? 

A.  I  wasn't  a  member  of  that  commission,  and  I  don't 
know  how  they  spent  their  money. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  that  money  was  legit- 
imately expended  for  the  purpose  of  the  construction  of 
the  Court-house,  or  for  any  other  governmental  purpose 
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A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  There  is  a  suit  now  pending,  brought  by  the  people 
against  Thomas  Coman.  It  is  an  action  against  him  for 
damages  on  account  of  his  allowing  fraudulent  bilb  to  be 
paid.    Do  you  know  anything  about  that  easel 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  think  that  from  the  information  that 
you  have,  that  the  city  has  a  good  cause  of  action  against 
Coman  in  that  matter  ? 

A,  I  do. 

Q,  Do  you  think  that  you  can  furnish  the  testimony 
which  will  enable  the  city  to  succeed  in  that  suit? 

A.  I  do. 

Q,  Are  you  ready  to  do  so  f 

A.  I  am. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — In  that  (lase 


Mr.  CoLK — I  don't  propose  to  ask  the  witness  anything 
in  that  matter.  I  am  instructed  by  Messrs.  Barlow  and 
Olney,  who  appear  for  the  people  in  that  matter,  that  it 
would  not  be  prudent  to  bring  out  the  facts  in  that  matter 
before  the  trial  The  People  against  O^Donnell :  This 
is  an  action  brought  by  the  People  against  O'Donnell,  for 
damages  for  $350,000,  for  fraudulent  bills  to  the  Street 
Department 

Mr.  TowNSBND — May  I  ask  you  what  was  the  amount 
of  the  other — the  one  against  Coman? 

Mr.  Cole — Four  hundred  thousand  doUara.  To  the  wit- 
ness. Do  you  know  anything  about  this  matter  of  Hke 
People  against  O^Donnell  f 

A.  I  do. 
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Q.  Do  you  think  that  the  people  can  succeed  in  thi» 
action  against  O'Donnell  f 

A.  I  think  they  should. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  you  have  in  your  possession  facta 
which  will  enable  them  to  so  do  1 

A.  I  either  have  them  myself  or  can  furnish  them. 

Q.  Are  you  willing  to  testify  yourself  and  give  such 
information  as  will  enable  the  people  to  obtain  other  wit- 
nesses in  order  to'prosecute  that  suit  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Mr.  CoLB — For  the  same  reason,  I  don't  propose  to  ask 
the  witness  anything  in  regard  to  this  suit.  (To  the 
witness).  In  the  statement ^that  you  made  to  the  Attorney 
General,  did  you  proffer  to  give  evidence  yourself,  and  to 
furnish  other  necessary  witnesses  in  any  of  the  cases 
concerning  which  I  have  examined  you  this  morning  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did  in  the  Navarro,  the  Kelson,  and  the 
Rogers  case,  and  I  farther  expressed  willingness  to  be 
examined  upon  any  case  I  might  be  called  upon  to  testify 
in,  that  I  knew  anything  concerning.  Those  were  the 
only  ones  that  I  knew  of  at  that  time. 

Q,  Did  you  in  that  paper  indicate  what  the  informa- 
tion you  would  furnish  to  the  Attorney-General  would 
bet 

A.  I  have  not  read  that  paper  as  a  whole  since  then, 
therefore  I  cannot  speak  positively  upon  the  matter,  but 
that  is  my  impression.  I  know  I  asked  him  to  come  and 
examine  me  on  those  subjects  and  any  information  I 
could  give  him,  I  would,  and  I  know  he  never  came.  Mr. 
Peckham  came  to  see  me  in  reference  to  the  Sweeney  case, 
and  Mr  Whitney,  I  think,  in  the  Navarro  case,  and  I 
know  in  the  examination  I  made  fuller  statements  to  Mr. 
Whitney  and  Mr.  Peckham,  and  went  further  into  the  de- 
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tails  and  told  more  than  I  did  in  the  statement,  or  can 
here,  because  my  memory  had  been  refreshed,  and  my 
statements  were  consequently  more  full.  I  had  had  con- 
Tersation  with  persons  about  it,  and  I  state  in  reference  to 
this  that  the  day  after  Mr.  Sweeney's  arrival  from 
Europe,  he  published  a  card,  in  which  he  said  he  had 
nothing  to  settle  with,  but  as  soon  as  his  case  was  brought 
to  trial,  he  immediately  did  settle  for  an  amount  agreed 
upon  between  himself  and  the  prosecution  in  the  case,  and 
I  am  satisfied  that  if  I  had  been  used  as  a  witness,  and  if 
they  had  taken  my  suggestion  to  the  Attorney-General, 
according  to  the  information  I  gave  in  my  statement  to 
him,  no  such  amount  would  have  been  settled  upon. 

Q.  Did  the  Attorney-General  have  that  paper  in  his 
ofi&ce  at  the  time  of  or  prior  to  the  settlement  f 

A.  He  had  it  for  nearly  two  months  before. 

Q.  At  the  time  the  settlement  was  made  with  Mr. 
Sweeney  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  was  returned  to  me  after  about  a  week 
or  ten  days  afterwards. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Three  days,  I  think. 

Mr.  Cole — Did  you  disclose  the  fact  that  Peter  B. 
Sweeney  was  the  actual  man  who  was  concerned  in  the 
King,  and  that  James  M.  Sweeney  was  not  1 

A.  I  stated  in  that  paper  what  I  have  stated  here,  and 
they  are  as  full  on  that  point  as  I  have  stated  them  here — 
the  Transcript  Company,  Manufacturing  Stationers,  and 
Jones  &  Company  as  fully,  and,  I  think,  more  fully  than 
I  have  here. 

Mr.  Cowing — Pretty  much  everything  that  you  know 
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in  reference  to  these  frauds — were  they  contained  in  that 
statement  ? 

A.  Everything  my  attention  was  called  to.  I  couldn't 
remember  everything  at  the  time  and  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  many  things  since ;  for  instance  the  Brook- 
lyn Bridge  matter.  I  didn't  think  of  that  at  the  time, 
and  when  it  was  brought  up  here,  I  drew  my  facts  from 
memory. 

Mr.  TowNSKND — Mr.  Chairman,  will  you  permit  me  to 
say  that  that  paper  was  prepared  by  myself,  without  in- 
formation from  any  person  whatever  as  to  what  was  de- 
sired, but  simply  to  show  the  fact  that  he  was  to  make  a 
statement. 

Mr.  Cowing — Mr.  Townsend,  the  witness  lias,  I  believe, 
intimated  that  he  intends  to  present  that  statement  to  the 
•committee.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Townsend,  that  we  would 
like  to  have  it  furnished  before  we  finish  with  him. 

Mr.  Townsend — 1  have  no  doubt  Mr.  Tweed  will  furnish 
you  with  the  statement  when  you  have  finished  your 
•examination  of  him. 

Mr.  Tweed — When  you  say  you  are  through  with  me, 
I  will  hand  you  the  papers,  and  that  I  am  ready  at  any 
time  to  do.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  the 
Sweeney  people  thought  I  was  going  to  be  used  in  that 
case  as  a  witness,  and  that  I  would  give  all  the  informa- 
tion I  had,  and  so  they  agreed  to  the  compromise. 

Mr.  Lewis — Do  you  recollect  the  date  that  the  Attorney- 
General  handed  you  back  that  paper,  or  about  the  date  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  June  the  8th. 

Q,  That  was  after  the  interview  between  the  Corpora- 
tion Counsel,  Mr.  Whitney,  and  Mr.  Peckham  was  it  not? 
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A.  Yes,  sir :  they  had  two  interviews,  that  I  can  give 
you  the  date  of,  all  upon  this  matter.  Mr.  Peckham's 
other  interviews,  three  of  which  were  on  the  Sweeney 
matter,  were  prior  to  the  settlement  of  the  Sweeney  case 
— after  his  return,  but  prior  to  the  settlement  of  his 
case. 

Q.  How  long  after  that  interview  did  the  Attorney- 
General  turn  that  paper  over  to  you  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was  a  week. 

Q.  After  the  interview  with  these  gentlemen  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  three  or  four  weeks,  but  one  week 
after  the  settlement. 

Mr.  Cowing — You  think  your  statement  was  used  to 
make  Mr.  Sweeney  think  you  were  to  be  used  as  a  witness 
in  the  case  ? 

A,  I  know  it  was.  The  supposition  was  that  I  was  to 
bo  used  on  that  trial,  and  everybody  thought  I  was  until 
the  settlement  was  made ;  I  know  Mr.  Sweeney's  folks 
thought  so.  Mr.  Sweeney,  I  think,  knew  pretty  well  what 
was  in  that  statement,  for  I  know  his  friends  approached 
some  friends  of  mine,  and  wanted  to  know  why  I  had 
said  this  thing  and  that  thing,  which  never  could  have 
been  known  outside  unless  there  was  a  leaky  vessel  some- 
where. 

Mr.  Cole — During  the  existence  of  the  Ring,  were  there 
not  quite  a  number  of  persons  upon  the  pay-rolls,  who 
were  regularly  paid  as  if  they  were  doing  service  to  the 
city  in  one  capacity  ur  another,  who  actually  didn't  do 
any  service  at  all  t 

A.  Or  very  little. 

Q.  Was  it  understood  that  they  shouldn't  do  any  ser- 
vice at  all  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Now,  at  this  time,  can  you  recollect  any  Buoh 
persons  ? 

A.  In  my  time,  I  also  had  a  private  pay-roll  of  my 
own — some  forty  or  fifty,  or  sixty  thousand  dollars  paid 
out  of  my  own  pocket,  but  letting  them  think  that  they 
were  paid  by  the  city.  Disbecker,  who  used  to  be  Police 
Commissioner,  I  paid  forty  or  fifty  dollars  a  month,  out  of 
my  own  pocket,  for  a  year  or  two.  He  thought  it  came 
from  the  department 

Q.  What  was  he  supposed  to  do  ? 

A.  He  was  appointed  Inspector  of  something  or  other, 
he  thought — something  that  didn't  exist  at  all.  All  the 
work  he  did  was  to  get  his  pay  every  month. 

Q,  Where  did  you  get  the  money  to  pay  that  f 

A.  From  the  city. 

Q.  Who  else,  now,  can  you  recollect  on  that  pay-roll, 
if  anybody  1 

A,  Well,  away  back  seven  or  eight  years  ago,  I  can't 
remember  but  a  few.  I  had  Mr.  E.  K.  Apgar,  I  think, 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  State.  He  didn't  do  anything 
but  stump  the  State. 

Q,  What  was  he  on  the  roll  for  ? 

A.  To  draw  his  money. 

Q,  I  mean  in  what  capacity  ? 

A.  In  the  Street  Department.  I  think  he  was  on  the 
direct  roll.     The  books  will  show. 

Q.  What  were  these  men  on  there  for  I 

A,  Because  they  were  electioneering  for  us. 

Q,  For  the  Democratic  Party  or  for  the  Ring? 

A.  Apgar  was  in  the  State 

Q.  Well,  what  work  was  he  doing  ? 

A.  Spouting — talking — making  speeches. 

Q.  Who  else  besides  those  two  can  you  remember? 

14 


310 


A.  Those  are  the  only  two  I  recollect  distinctly.  I 
recollect  them  because  their  names  have  been  brought  so 
prominently  forward  ;  but  there  were  many  others. 

Q,  Who  else  1     Can  you  remember  any  one  else  ? 

A,  I  had  a  brother  of  Hugh  Hastings,  who  did  notli- 
ing;  I  forget  his  name — William,  I  think  it  was.  These 
are  the  only  pronxinent  men  I  think  of  at  the  time,  but 
there  are  hundreds  of  them. 

^-  Is  that  private  pay-roll  in  existence? 

A.  No^  sir ;  Mr.  King,  I  know,  could  give  you  informa- 
tion upon  that  matter,  and  I  think  many  of  the  clerks  in 
the  Street  Department  could. 

4?.  Do  you  think  of  any  others  at  this  time?  If  you 
do,  I  want  their  names. 

Mr.  TowNSKND — I  asked  on  two  or  three  different  occa- 
sions that  if  you  would  only  give  Mr.  Tweed  an  intima- 
tion beforehand,  he  could  give  you  an  answer  when 
•called  upon.  May  I  ask  that  the  stenogmpher  place  that 
question  in  my  hands?  Heretofore  I  have  received 
several  distiuct  promises  that  such  interrogatories  would 
be  furnished  to  Mr.  Tweed  in  time  for  him  to  prepare  for 
them,  but  I  have  never  got  them. 

Mr.  CoLK — Mr.  Stenographer,   will   you  see  that   Mr. 
Townsend   receives  such  questions '<      (To   the  witness). 
Who  were  on   your  private  pay-roll,  concerning  whicli 
you  have  testified,  and  who  were  on  what  you  call  thr 
regular  pay-roll,  who  did  no  service,  or  but  little  service 
for  the  compensation  that  they  received  ?     I  consider  thf 
a  matter  of  considerable  importance,  and  I  want  you 
answer  that  as  well  as  you  can. 

A,  I  will  do  the  best  I  can,  but  men  who  could  infc 
me  and  come  in  to  Bee  me  are  afi*aid.     When  they  a 
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in. they  tremble  all  over  until  they  get  out.  They  think 
they  are  going  to  get  hurt.  They  think  it  is  the  next 
thing  to  being  indicted  to  come  where  I  am. 

Q.  And  those  persons  who  were  on  the  regular  pay-roll 
who  didn't  perform  any  service,  but  were  simply  there  as 
an  excuse  for  them  to  get  money  which  they  didn't  earn  ? 

A,  Then  I  must  ask  the  Committee,  who  possess  the 
power  that  I  do  not,  that  they  send  me  the  books  in  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  and  the  Department  of 
Streets,  and  some  clerk  who  was  there  with  me  and  knows 
all  about  it.  I  am  physically  unable  to  do  that  work 
myself,  and  no  man  could  do  it  alone.  There  are  probably 
one  million  names — one  name  fifty  times  over.  I  cannot 
recollect  them — it  is  impossible.  The  clerks  can  help  me 
in  performing  the  manual  labor  which  I  cannot  do. 
Whatever  information  I  can  furnish  myself,  as  regards  my 
private  pay-roll,  I  shall  cheerfully  give,  but  what  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  Committee,  T  must  ask  the  Committee  to 
furnish  me  with. 

Mr.  Cole — I  suggest  that  a  communication  be  sent  to 
the  proper  departments,  asking  for  such  papers  and  such 
clerical  assistance  as  will  enable  Mr.  Tweed  to  perform 
this  work. 

Mr.  Tweed — Gentlemen  of  the  Committee,  I  would 
finggest  the  man  who  is  chief  clerk  there  now,  I  believe, 
and  who  was  chief  clerk  in  my  time,  Mr.  CliflFord,  and  Mr. 
McClenachan,  who  was  there  then,  is  there  now.  I  would 
like  that  those  clerks  be  sent  to  me.  It  may  take  them 
two  or  three  days  to  do  it,  but  I  cannot  do  it  alone. 

Mr.  Cols — I  think  a  request  made  to  the  head  of  the 
department  would  have  the  desired  effect. 
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Mr.  Lewis — The  Committee  will  endeavor  to  have  that 
carried  out. 

Mr.  TwBBD — ^It  is  necessary  that  I  should  have  thi» 
assistance  to  aid  me  in  examining  the  records.  Part  of 
the  time  we  paid  every  two  weeks,  part  of  the  time  every 
month.  My  private  pay-roll  I  don't  think  I  can  do  much 
with  until  Mr.  King  returns.  Perhaps  the  prosecution 
will  let  me  have  him  to  talk  to  ;  I  don't  know. 

Mr.  OoLK — Now,  you  have  testified  on  several  occasions 
that  during  the  existence  of  the  King,  it  was  the  custom 
to  use  money  in  order  to  effect  desired  legislation  ? 

A,  I  have ;  yes,  sir. 

Q,  Well,  now,  was  that  state  of  things  generally  under- 
stood? 

A.  It  was  generally  supposed,  and  generally  commented 
upon  as  being  the  fact. 

Q.  Were  the  principal  agents — lobbyists  —that  you  em- 
ployed in  Albany,  commonly  known  to  be  such  ? 

A.  Not  particularly  for  me ;  they  were  employed  by 
everybody. 

Q.  Well,  I  say,  commonly  known  to  be  lobbyists  7 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  common  report  around  the  State  house,  and 
in  Albany  generally,  that  certain  men  made  it  their  special 
vocation  to  see  members,  and  to  control  their  votes  by  giv- 
ing them  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  it  was  understood  in  the  Lower  House 
that  there  was  an  organization,  formed  of  men  of  both 
parties,  Republicans  and  Democrats,  called  the  Black 
Horse  Cavalry,  composed  of  twenty-eight  or  thirty  per- 
sons, who  would  all  be  controlled  by  one  man,  and  vote  as 
he  directed  them.    Sometimes  they  would  be  paid  for  not 
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voting  against  a  bill,  and  sometimeB  they  would  not  be 
desired,  if  their  votes  were  not  necessary.  When  the 
vote  was  called,  they  would  step  into  the  anteroom  of  the 
lobby,  and  if  their  vote  was  required,  some  one  would 
step  out,  and  have  them  vote  ;  if  they  wasn't,  they  wouldn't 
come  in  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  composed  that  brigade — that 
Black  Horse  Cavalry  ? 

A.  No;  they  kept  changing  all  the  time;  every  year 
they  had  a  new  leader.  They  generally  quarrelled  at  the 
«nd  of  the  session,  and  started  the  new  year  fresh. 

Q,  If  this  was  a  matter  of  public  repute,  how  could 
it  possibly  go  on  so  long  ?  What  did  you  do  to  keep  public 
sentiment  suppressed  1 

A,  Well,  we  used  money  wherever  it  was  necessary. 

Q,  But  you  couldn't  buy  all  the  people  of  the  State! 

A.  Buy  the  representatives  up  there,  as  a  general 
thing. 

Q.  Well,  now,  how  about  the  public  press?  Were 
they  with  you  or  against  you  ? 

A.  Well,  they  were  generally  against  us  in  private,  and 
with  us  in  public. 

Q,  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

A.  I  mean  we  had  to  subsidize  them.  I  mean  the  press 
of  Albany  when  I  speak  now  of  the  press.  TTis  Argxia  was 
with  the  Democrats,  as  a  general  thing.  We  used  to  have 
inserted  in  the  tax  levy  what  was  called  a  budget — 
what  thej'  required  to  have  paid  for  printing.  The  Air 
hany  Evening  JoM/mal^  which  was  a  Republican  paper, 
and  run  in  the  interest  of  the  Republican  party,  and  con- 
trolled by  a  gentleman  named  George  W.  Demers,  was 
opposed  to  us,  and  had  to  be  subsidized.  Mr.  Demers 
was  aB   invalid,  and   a  man  who  didn't  go  about  much. 
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He  did  his  businegB  through  a  man  named  S.  C.  Hutch- 
ings. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  **  subsidizing  "  those  papers? 

A.  Giving  them  money. 

Q,  Giving  money  to  whom  I 

A,  To  their  representatives. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  give  any  money  f 

A.  I  gave  money  to  Mr.  Hutchings.  He  was  the  re- 
sponsible man  of  tlie  ])aper. 

Q.  What  for? 

A.  For  articles  we  desired  to  have  put  in  the  paper. 
Sometimes  they  would  bring  us  an  article  which  was  very 
strong  against  us,  and  containing  some  things  we  wouldn't 
very  much  care  to  have  made  public,  and  we  would  pay 
to  have  them  stricken  out,  and  they  would  be  stricken  out. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  pay  any  money  to  the  Argus  for  any 
sucli  purpose  ? 

A.  I  never  gave  any  money  to  the  Argus^  but  we  were 
always  ready  to  help  the  Argus  in  any  way.  We  helped 
them  by  inserting  items  in  the  tax-levy,  called  the  budget 
— their  bills  for  printing,  advertising,  etc. 

Q.   Were  those  items  bona  fid^  items? 

A,  We  didn't  inquire  about  that. 

Q,  It  didn't  make  any  difference  t<j  you  whether  they 
were  right  or  wrong? 

A.  No ;  they  were  brought  to  us,  and  we  put  them  in 
for  them.  My  relations  with  the  Albany  Evening  Journal 
continued  all  the  while  I  was  there. 

Q,  What  other  papers  up  there  did  you 

A.  There  were  no  other  papers  there  at  that  time  that 
amounted  to  anything.  The  paper  called  the  Expre8$ 
was  edited  by  a  man  named  Smith,  but  it  wasn't  of  much 
importance. 
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Q.  One  01)  one  side,  and  one  on  tlie  other  in  political 
questions  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  subsidized  both  of  these  papei-s? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  one  we  subsidized  with  money,  and  the 
other  we  subsidized  by  putting  in  tlieir  items  in  the  tax- 
levies.  Those  items  had  a  foundation,  probably  ;  it  might 
be  a  very  slim  foundation.  We  couldn't  find  out,  if  we 
desired,  piobably,  from  them. 

Q.  Well,  now,  you  say  you  paid  money ;  did  j'ou  pay 
any  large  sums  of  money  ? 

A.  Oh,  sometimes  $5,000,  sometimes  $1,000,  sometimet 
$500.     It  was  a  general  dribble  all  the  time. 

Mr.  CoLK — I  should  think  that  was  a  pretty  large  stream 
— these  payments  of  $5,000  and  so  forth. 

Wi'i'NESS — T  have  checks  tliat  I  find,  paid  to  some  of 
these  papers,  that  I  can  produce. 

Q.  Were  these  payments  made  directlj^  to  the  cditorsi 
A.  Let  me  tell  j'ou  how  it  was.     Shall  I  tell  the  story 
as  it  was  ? 
Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A,  When  I  fii'st  went  to  Albany  as  a  Senator — it  was 
186S.  In  that  year  the  fight  came  up  between  the  Erie 
and  the  Hudson  Kiver  Railroad  Company,  in  which  I 
was  retained  by  the  Erie,  and  acquired  rather  a  notoriety, 
that  brought  men  who  were  looking  after  money  to  me. 
Among  others  who  came  there  was  a  Mr.  S.  C.  Ilutchings, 
who  was  then  an  associate  editor  or  reporter  for  the 
Albany  Evening  Journal.  That  was  the  republican 
organ  for  the  State,  as  it  had  been  for  many  yeara.  That 
paper  was  attacking  me,  and  Mr.  Hutchings  came  to  me 
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and  told  me  he  could  have  those  attacks  much  modified — 
have  them  smoothed  down,  and  that  the  paper  could 
finally  be  brought  round  to  support  me  politically,  and 
enter  into  all  my  measures,  which  were  not  entirely  polit- 
icaly  and  that  I  would  never  be  attacked  in  that  paper 
in  a  way  that  would  amount  to  anything.  I  thought 
to  myself  that  was  a  very  good  thing — a  very  desirable 
arrangement,  and  I  asked  him  in  what  manner  that  could 
be  done.  He  said  he  would  bring  me  in  communication 
with  Mr.  Demei*s,  who  was  then  living  in  Troy,  and  who 
was  then  the  responsible  editor  of  the  Evening  Journal. 
He  did  bring  me  in  communication  with  Mr.  Demei's,  and 
I  paid  Mr.  Demers,  through  the  Albany  Evening  Journal^ 
for  his  support,  or  not  to  attack  my  measures.  That  went  on 
all  that  year,  and  the  next  year  it  was  the  same.  In  1870 
came  up  the  charter,  when  we  had  a  bolt  from  the  Democ- 
racy, and  it  was  necessary  we  should  have  all  the  strength 
and  support  we  could  get  In  the  mean  time,  I  had  had 
several  interviews  witli  Mr.  Demers  in  the  city.  I  think 
I  met  him  firet  in  tlie  New  York  Hotel.  I  met  him  by 
appointment  made  through  Mr.  Hutchings,  and  was 
introduced  to  him  by  Mr.  Hutchings.  After  that  I 
frequently  saw  Mr.  Demers,  and  had  interviews  with 
him.  He  came  to  my  rooms  sometimes,  but  that  was 
very  seldom.  He  was  an  invalid,  aud  didn't  go  out  much. 
He  was  a  man  who  had  one  foot  in  the  grave  already, 
and,  in  fact,  did  die  shortly  after.  Sometimes  I  would 
go  with  persons  to  see  Mr.  Demers  in  the  middle  of  the 
day,  or  the  middle  of  the  night,  or  any  time.  Frequently 
Mr.  Hutchings  would  bring  me  articles  in  my  private 
room — I  had  a  private  room  up  there  in  the  Delavan 
House — articles  in  proof,  against  us,  prepared  for  the 
newspaper.    I  would  talk  them  over  with  Mr.  Hutchings 
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and  Mr.  Sweeney,  or  Mr.  Hall  and  otliero,  and  show  them 
the  articles ;  and  we  would  talk  it  over  and  fix  it  to  suit 
onrselves,  and  it  would  appear  as  we  altered  it,  either  that 
day  or  the  next  day,  as  the  case  might  be.  We  would  fix 
them  so  that  they  wouldn't  appear  as  an  attack  against  us; 
or,  even  if  it  did  attack  us,  it  would  attack  us  in  such  a 
way  that  we  could  answer  and  disprove  it.  It  was  really 
our  own  article.  Sometimes  I  would  go  to  Mr.  Demers' 
house  in  Albany.  I  can't  remember  the  house.  It  is 
down  south  of  State  street  two  or  three  streets.  I  could 
pick  the  house  out  exactly  that  I  went  to.  I  went  there  a 
number  of  times,  and  had  the  articles  written  out,  and 
would  submit  them  and  then  take  them  down  to  the  office. 
Whatever  1  wanted  put  in  the  paper  was  put  in.  llutch- 
ings  was  the  go-between.  I  paid  for  it  as  I  went  along 
— sometimes  $5,000,  sometimes  $1,000,  sometimes  less,  as 
the  necessities  were. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  pay  them  in  checks  ! 

A.  They  would  never  take  checks.  Mr.  Manning  was 
at  that  time  the  reporter  of  the  Democratic  journal.  The 
Argus,  in  the  Senate,  and  my  relations  with  him  became 
very  intimate.  He  used  to  inform  me  of  what  The  Argus 
wanted,  and  I  would  have  it  done  for  them.  The  tax- 
levies  or  State  budget  originated  in  the  Lower  House — 
the  Assembly  ;  while  the  Democrats  had  power,  I  gener- 
ally had  control  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  as 
much  as  any  man  on  it,  and  generally  had  control  of  it 
also  when  the  Bepublicans  had  power.  Mr.  Manning 
would  hand  me  the  article  he  wanted  put  in,  and  I  would 
go  down  to  the  Committee  and  tell  them  I  wanted  it  put 
in.  With  the  others  he  would  have  had  to  pay  to  have  it 
put  in,  and  with  me  he  didn't  have  to  pay.  In  that  way  I 
always  got  their  support 
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Q.  And  tnis  Demixjratic  journal  supported  yon,  and 
was  paid  for  it  in  this  way  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  no  nnderstanding  about  it,  that  was  the 
understanding — that  I  would  do  anything  for  them  they 
wanted  done. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  any  of  tlie  ring,  ever  write  editorials 
for  that  jouraal  or  fix  them  up  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  we  never  found  it  necessary.  Mr.  Man- 
ning would  sometimes  bring  me  an  article,  and  I  would 
revise  the  article. 

Q,  And  if  it  met  your  approval  it  was  put  in  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  although  it  never  happened,  that  it  didn't 
go  in  because  I  didn't  want  it  to.  I  think  I  could  have  done 
anything  with  Mr.  Manning  at  that  time  that  T  wanted  to, 
although  I  didn't  try  it,  it  wasn't  necessary.  I  might 
mention  in  this  connection,  that  when  I  kept  the  Police 
Commissioner,  Mr.  Disbecker,  on  mj'  payroll,  it  was  for 
services  he  rendered  me  at  Albany.  He  was  correspon- 
dent of  the  Wo?*Id  and  the  Staats  Zeitung^  part  of  the 
time. 

Q,  Can  you  give  me  any  idea  of  the  amount  of 
money  tliat  was  put  into  the  tax  levies  during  y<»ur  time, 
in  behalf  of  the  Albany  Argus  f 

A,  I  couldn't,  and,  if  I  could,  I  wouldn't  dare  to.  It 
would  bo  a  frightful  amount. 

Q.  Is  there  any  way  by  which  you  can  ascertain  that  ? 

A,  By  the  Journal  of  the  Proceedings. 

Q,  1  wish  you  would  do  so,  and  give  me  some  idea  of 
the  amount  of  money  that  was  given  to  that  journal  at 
that  time,  and  I  would  also  like  you  to  refresh  your 
memory  as  to  what  you  paid  to  the  other  journals  also. 

A,  I  don't  know  that  I  could,  because  I  was  paying  all 
the  time. 
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Mr.  TowNBKND — May  1  ask  that  tliese  questions  shall  be 
sent  to  ine  ?  As  I  stated  before,  I  have  received  three 
different  promises  at  different  times. 

Witness — I  don't  know  that  I  can  give  you  every  item 
that  was  inserted  for  the  Argus  on  any  otlier  paper.  They 
were  put  into  the  Tax  Budget  of  the  State — tlie  tax-levy 
— the  printing  deficiencies  and  the  other  deficiencies.  I 
think  I  can  get  them,  however,  but  I  shall  have  to  look 
through  tlio  records,  and,  to  do  it,  T  want  the  Laws  of 
1868,  1809,  1870,  and  1871,  the  four  years  that  I  was  in 
the  Senate.  I  think  I  have  them.  You  have  given  me  a 
great  deal  of  work  to  do  after  this  meeting,  and  you  must 
give  me  a  clerk  to  render  me  the  assistance  I  need. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Tweed,  1  want  you  to  give  me  as  far  as 
you  can,  the  names  of  those  persons  who,  from  the  beginning 
of  the  fraudulent  percentage  arrangement  under  the  old 
Board  of  Supervisors,  running  down  tlirough  the  settlement 
of  adjusted  claims,  and  afterwards  through  the  Board  of 
Audit,  who  were  perfectly — all  that  time  cognizant  of  the 
way  in  which  the  Supervisors  or  the  Comptroller  or  the 
Board  of  Audit  were  doing  these  things? 

A.  I  think  I  have  mentioned  all  the  names  heretofore. 

Q.  You  have  named  a  great  many  men  who  came  in  at 
diffei*ent  times  ;  I  want  to  know  now  who  were  in  the  con- 
fidence of  the  membei-s  of  the  Uing  from  the  beginning 
all  the  way  through  ? 

A.  You  recollect  there  never  was  a  Ring  until  after 
Connolly  became  Comptroller. 

Q.  Under  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

A.  You  want  all  thatVeceived  money  ? 

Q.  In  the  Board  of  Supervisors.    Then  those  who  were 
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cognizant  of  illegal  practices  under  the  Bcttlement  of  ad- 
justed claims,  and  going  through  the  Board  of  Audit! 

A.  I  think,  in  the  Supervisors'  business,  if  I  could  have 
the  assistance  of  Mr.  W(K>dward,  I  could  give  the  names 
of  every  man.  I  have  been  unable  to  do  it,  though  I 
have  tried  to  do  that.  The  prosecution  has  it  in  their 
hands.  I  have  found  it  impossible  to  have  an  interview 
with  him.  If  they  want  a  third  party  to  be  present  at  our 
interview  let  them  have  him  there.  I  have  written  prob- 
ably a  thousand  lettei-s. 

Q,  How  could  Woodward  help  you  in  that  matter? 

A.  He  could  help  me  in  that  matter  very  much.  He 
knows  as  well  as  I  do.  I  could  say :  "  Here  is  this  bill ; 
*'  do  you  know  what  this  bill  was  for  ?  "  His  memory  is 
much  clearer  than  mine.  He  was  only  in  ()ne  matter  and 
I  was  in  a  thousand  matters  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  effort  to  get  Mr.  Woodward  to 
come  to  you  ? 

A,  1  have  tried  to  get  him  to  come  to  me. 

Q.  Where  is  he » 

A.  He  is  in  town  every  day.  I  think  that  if  Mr.  Peck- 
ham  or  the  Attorney-General  should  say  :  "Go  see  Mr. 
Tweed,"  he  would  come,  and  if  they  want  a  third  party 
there  I  am  perfectly  willing  they  should  have  one;  in 
fact  I  would  prefer  it. 

Q,  There  were  some  questions  which  have  been  sent 
me  by  Mr.  Demas  Barnes,  with  regard  to  the  Brooklyn 
bridge. 

A.  I  presume  it  was  a  copy  of  the  same  as  was  sent  to 
me. 

Mr.  Cole — Yes ;  I  know  it  is  the  same  thing. 

Witness — I  would  like,  gentlemen  of  the  committee, 
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that  Mr.  Demas  Barnes' qnestione  ehouldbe  asked,  becauBe 
I  want  to  show  that  a  man  that  helps  me  is  appreciated. 

Mr.  Slevim — Mr.  Tweed,  can  you  give  the  names  of 
the  Black  Horse  Cavalry  of  1870  f 

A.  1  don't  think  I  could,  sir. 

Q.  Could  yon  by  refreshing  j'our  memory  f 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  had  but  little  dealings  with  the  House 
down  stairs.  All  the  business  I  had  with  the  lower  House 
was  through  my  agents  to  influence  the  members,  and  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  by  which  you  can  find  out 
the  names  of  the  persons  who  composed  the  Black  Horse 
Cavalry  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  my  direct  connection  was  only  with  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  and  the  Senate. 

Q.  The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  in  the  Sen- 
ate! 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  Assembly  I 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Could  you  remember  any  of  the  names  of  the  per- 
sons who  composed  the  Committee  of  Ways  and   Means? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Jacobs  was  Chairman.  If  you  had  the 
Manual  here  for  1870,  I  could  tell  in  two  minutes — the 
Red  Book. 

Mr.  Cole — Will  the  Committee  direct  that  the  Manual 
be  sent  for  ? 

Mr.  TowNSBND — Gentlemen  of  the  Committee,  I  would 
like  to  state  that  I  have  papers  occasionally  handed  to 
me,  with  questions  and  suggestions  that  Mr.  Tweed  should 
answer  certain  things.     I  have  to  state,  publicly,  that  I 
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am  not  here  for  any  such  purpose.     Mr.    Cole  and  the 

Committee  are  here  for  such  pm'poses.     I   don't  want  to 

be  put  in  the  position  of  acting  in  that  way,  for  the  rea- 
son that  it  is  not  so. 

Witness — I  have  received  communications  anonymously 
— a  great  many  of  them.  I  will  publicly  notify  those 
gentlemen  that  if  they  put  their  names  to  those  commu- 
nications, I  shall  be  very  happy  to  have  them  come  here, 
and  have  them  tell  it  themselves. 

Mr.  CoLB — The  Committee  have  already  announced 
that  any  person,  or  any  journal,  that  will  ask  or  suggest 
pertinent  questions,  they  will  be  asked,  but  the  Commit- 
tee have  also  announced  that  they  will  not  take  notice  of 
anonymous  questions  or  innuendoes. 

Mr.  Cowing — Mr.  Tweed,  do  you  now  remember  any- 
thing of  an  association  existing  in  the  City  of  New  York 
called  the  Citizens'  Association,  when  you  were  in 
power  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  of  that  associa- 
tion, and  its  members  ? 

A.  No  personal  recollection. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  prominent  members  of  that  asso- 
ciation, who  composed  it  ? 

A.  I  know  there  were  only  three  members  who  appeared 
to  do  the  work. 

Q,  Were  they  politically  opposed  to  you  for  a  portion 
of  the  time  after  they  started  out  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  able  to  convince  them,  after  a  time,  of 
your  way  of  thinking  ? 
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A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  what  means  did  you  effect  that  change  of  senti- 
ment ? 

A.  I  think  we  took  care  of  most  of  them. 

Q.  Can  yon  now  state  the  names  of  any  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Citizens'  Association  who  were  taken  care  of  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Tell  them. 

A.  Nathaniel  Sands  was  taken  care  of  as  Tax  Commis- 
sioner, at  fifteen  thousand  dollars  a  year ;  Mr.  Henry  was 
made  Dock  Commissioner ;  Joseph  F.  Daly  was  made  a 
jadge,  at  fifteen  thousand  dollars  a  year,  for  fourteen 
years. 

Q.  And  that  was  done  for  the  purpose  of  convincing 
them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  after  they  had  been  with  us  a  great  while. 

Q.  The  association  finally  came  over  and  joined  with 
you,  and  helped  manage  the  affairs  of  the  city? 

A.  I  don't  think  there  were  many  members,  except 
those  three — except  contributing  members. 

Q.  These  oflSces,  will  you  now  state,  were  given  to  them 
for  the  assistance  rendered  to  you  in  the  association  ? 

A.  Not  with  the  underatanding  that  such  was  the  case, 
but  because  they  were  strong  men,  and  could  help  us  in 
every  way.  No  other  understanding  with  them,  but  that 
was  the  result. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  in  the  city  election  of  1868 — I 
think  it  was  gubernatorial — wasn't  that  the  year  that  John 
T.  Hoffman  was  elected  ?  You  were  in  power  in  the  city 
of  New  York  then,  were  you  not  ? 

A,  I  was ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  a  definite  recollection  of  the  facts  which 
took  place  in  that  election  ? 
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A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  anything  about  that  election  at 
all? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  know  that  there  was  an  election. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  that  was  the  election  in  which 
John  A.  Griswold  was  nominated,  and  ran  as  Elepublican 
candidate  ? 

A.  I  recollect  that  Mr.  Griswold  was  up  for  the  office. 

Q.  Who  had  the  control  of  the  political  machinery  at 
that  election — the  Inspectors  of  Election,  and  the  other 
machinery  incident  to  an  election. 

A,  I  think  the  Police  Commissioners  appointed  that 
year. 

Q,  Was  it  under  your  personal  control  and  supers 
vision  ? 

A,  I  don't  think  that  it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  evening  of  that  election,  after 
the  polls  were  closed  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir,  I  remember  where  I  spent  that  evening 
very  well. 

Q.  Where '< 

A.  In  the  Metropolitan  Hotel. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  who  were  present  t 

A.  Yes,  sir.     Prominent  ones  in  the  party. 

Q.  Name  them,  if  you  please. 

A.  Mr.  Sweeney  was  there  :  Mr.  George  W.  McLean, 
Mr.  Coimolly,  and  Mr.  Hall ;  Governor  Hoffman,  I  think. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that  evening  of  a  telegram  being 
sent  out  in  reference  to  sending  out  reports  ? 

A,  That  was  done  in  the  day  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  personally  of  its  being  done  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  for  what  purpose  it  was  done  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  who  did  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  did  doit? 

A.  Mr.  Hall. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  any  one  else  knew 
what  it  was  sent  out  for! 

A.  Mr.  Hugh  Smith  knew  it. 

Q,  What  was  that  telegram  sent  out  for? 

A.  To  keep  the  telegrapli  lines  busy. 

Q.  Can  you  state  now,  at  this  time,  whether  the  election 
which  took  place  in  the  City  of  New  York  at  that  time 
was  a  fair  and  honest  election  } 

A.  I  have  not  the  details  of  it  in  my  memory. 

Q.  What  is  your  best  impression  ? 

A,  I  don't  think  there  is  ever  a  fair  or  honest  election 
in  the  Citv  of  New  York  ? 

Q,  Do  you  think  that  applied  particularly  to  that 
year  ? 

A.  I  think  so.  1  think  that  was  the  year  in  which  a 
great  many  people  were  naturalized. 

Q.  Can  you  give  any  percentage?  What  was  the  real 
vote  in  that  election  ? 

A,  It  wuuld  need  a  man  higher  up  in  arithmetic  than 
I  am  to  do  that. 

Q.  Was  that  the  year  the  Inspectors  of  Election 
lamped  the  vote  and  declared  them  without  counting  the 
vote  ? 

A.  I  shouldn't  be  surprised  if  it  was. 

Q.  What  is  your  impression  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  So  that  the  aggregate  of  the  vote  which  was 
announced  for  the  City  and  County  of  New  York,  instead 
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of  the  rightful  vote,  was  a  vote  obtained  by  the  iuspecton. 
What  I  desire  to  find  out,  is  whether  or  not  the  vote 
which  was  given  in  the  City  of  New  York  wasn't  made 
80  as  to  get  some  way  or  other  of  off-setting  the  vote 
which  was  given  from  the  rest  of  the  State? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  know  we  took  means  to  pre- 
vent them  from  doing  what  they  wanted  to  do. 

Q.  And  what  were  the  means  you  took  ? 

A,  Well,  one  of  the  means,  I  know,  was  to  get  entire 
possession  of  the  telegraph  wires  and  keep  them  busy,  one 
of  us  proposed  to  telegraph  the  whole  Bible  over  them,  if 
it  was  necessary. 

Q,  Then  the  vote  that  was  cast  was  not  the  electoral 
vote  of  the  city? 

A.  I  think  very  probably. 

Q.  Isn't  that  your  best  judgment  ? 

A,  I  say  it  is  probable. 

Mr.  Lkwis — Didn't  it  apply  to  other  parts  of  the  State 
as  well  as  New  York  ? 

A,  Oh,  yes  ;  especially  in  St  Lawrence  County,  where 
I  know  they  polled  three  votes  against  us  where  there  was 
one  foi*  us. 

Mr.  Cowing — Are  you  giving  the  Committee  your  im- 
pressions about  St.  Lawrence  County? 

A.  I  am  giving  my  impression. 

Q.  Don't  you  claim  to  have  some  personal  knowledge 
of  the  transactions  here,  as  to  the  matter  of  elections  ? 

A.  1  don't;  I  don't  know.  If  you  will  give  me  the 
County  Officers  I  will  speak  more  definitely  concerning 
the  transactions. 

Q,  Do  I  understand  you  that  what  you  said  in  reference 
to  St.  Lawrence  County  was  founded  on  positive  knowl- 
edge or  hearsay  ? 
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A.  I  am  giving  my  impression. 

Q,  You  were  not  present  when  this  ti-ansaction  you 
speak  of  took  place  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q    And  yon  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  it  ? 

A»  No,  sir;  nor  of  a  thousand  things  that  took  j>lace  in 
New  York  that  yon  have  questioned  me  about.  I  have 
the  names  of  the  Committee,  Gentlemen  of  the  Committee. 
Mr.  Jacr)bs,  of  Kings  was  chairman.  That  is,  the  Assembly 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  for  1870.  Mr.  Banker,  of 
Schenectady,  Mr.  Bergen,  of  New  York,  Mr.  Dodge,  of 
Clinton,  Mr.  William  D.  Murphy,  of  Albany,  Mr.  Coc»n,  of 
Schuyler,  Mr.  Ilusted,  of  Westchester,  Mr.  Littlejohn,  of 
Oswego,  Mr.  Selkreg,  of  Tompkins.  Mr.  Jacobs,  of  Kings, 
|2;enerally  was  my  friend,  and  generally  helped  me.  Mr. 
Bergen,  of  New  York,  and  Mr.  Murphy,  of  Albany,  used 
to  help  me  in  most  everything.  Mr.  Jacobs  was  the  prin- 
cipal man  I  went  to  and  had  these  things  done. 

Q,  Those  names  were  the  only  ones  whom  you  con- 
trolled for  a  consideration? 

A.  I  didn't  control  them  for  a  consideration,  I  only  re- 
quired their  votes  and  was  of  service  to  them  up  stairs  on 
bills.  My  services  up  stairs  were  always  freely  given  to 
them  for  anything  they  desired  to  have.  1  must  apolo- 
gize to  the  reporters  for  speaking  so  fast,  but  it  is  my 
nature  when  I  get  excited.  It  has  caused  me  more  trou- 
ble than  it  has  anybody  else. 

Mr.  TowNSKND — Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  rather  a  delicate 
thing  for  me  to  speak  about  at  this  time,  but  it  seems  to 
me  we  have  got  a  great  ways  from  the  purpose  of  the 
original  resolutions  creating  this  Commission,  and  if  we 
continue  in  this  same  style  as  we  are  doing  now,  it  seems 
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to  me  we  will  open  a  tremendous  field,  and  never  know 
when  to  close.  Mr.  Tweed  sits  here  to  answer  questionSy 
and  he  will  answer  all  such  questions,  as  long  as  yon  think 
they  are  within  your  reach.  But  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
you  ought  to  take  that  into  consideration,  and  consider 
how  far  you  are  to  go,  or  enabled  to  go,  into  this  investi- 
gation. 

Mr.  Cole — I  have  used  my  utmost  endeavors  to  keep 
very  fairly  within  the  resolution,  and  I  think  your  remarks 
are  very  pertinent. 

Mr.  Cowing — I  have  asked  these  questions  to  day  be- 
cause it  has  been  intimated  by  some  of  the  press  that  I 
wanted  to  suppress  certain  parts  of  the  evidence,  and 
anything  that  you  can  get  out  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
have  out,  that  is  if  it  come  within  the  scope  of  the  resolu- 
tion. The  question  as  to  newspapers,  *)r  question  in 
regard  to  their  subsidizing,  is  simply  a  question  whether 
they  are  to  be  defamed. 

Mr.  Cole — If,  for  instance,  a  journal  should  have  been 
paid  money  from  the  tax-levy — fraudulently  taken  from 
the  tax-levy — it  seems  to  me  that  the  people  could  recover 
that  money  from  the  journal. 

Mr.  TjEwis — The  meeting  stands  adjourned  until  Satar- 
daj  next,  the  6th  prox.,  at  ten  o'clock  a.  m. 
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ELEVENTH  DAY 


October  9th,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Slevin, 

"         Lewis, 
"         Cowing. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  will  ask  first,  gentlemen  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  as  a  matter  of  justice  to  myself,  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  make  a  few  remarks.  A  great  many  of  the 
persons  mentioned  by  me  in  my  testimony  before  the 
Committee  at  the  last  meeting  have  come  out  with  long 
articles  in  the  papere  denying  the  statements  which  I 
made  concerning  them.  Now  I  have  evidence  in  my  pos- 
session to  show  that  what  1  said  was  true,  and  I  propose, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Committee,  to  bring  it  forward.  I 
propose  to  take  them  up  seriatim^  and  I  shall  start  first 
with  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  Cole — 1  suppose,  Mr.  Tweed,  that  the  statement 
jou  are  now  about  to  make  will  be  confined  to  the  cor- 
roboration of  the  statement  you  have  already  made,  and 
to  substantiate  the  truth  of  what  you  have  already  said. 

Mr.  Tweed — Nothing  else.  No  new  matter  will  be  in- 
troduced. 

Mr.  Cole — This  is  copied,  as  I  understand,  from  the 
written  statement  you  handed  some  time  ago  to  the  Attor- 
ney General. 
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Alderman  Lewis — I  underetood  Mr.  Tweed  to  say  that^ 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  examination,  he  would  furnish  the 
Committee  with  a  copy  of  that  entire  statement. 

Mr.  Tweed — Yes,  sir,  that  is  my  understanding,  and  my 
statement.  In  an  article  published  in  the  New  York 
TimsSj  of  October  Ist,  he  says  there  is  nothing  in  Tweed^a 
statement  to  me  about  subsidizing  the  Albany  Evening 
Journal^  or  any  mention  made  of  E.  K.  Apgar. 

[Mr.  Tweed  then  lianded  to  Mr.  Edelsten,  one  of  his 
counsel,  the  following,  which  was  read  by  that  gentleman 
to  the  Committee,  being  a  portion,  as  he  alleged,  of  hia 
statement  to  the  Attorney  General :] 

"  Mr.  Tweed  agrees  to  hold  himself  in  readiness  upon 
notice    that    his    presence    is    required,    to  go   to    any 
place   designated    by    the    Attorney   General,    for   the 
purpose    of    giving    evidence    on    behalf  of    the    peo- 
ple  and   to  testify  there  to  any    and    everything  withir 
his    knowledge    relating    to    his    past     transactions    ii 
defrauding  or  aiding  to  defraud  the  State  or  any  part  o 
it,  or  any  pereon  or  persons,  and  to  give  evidence  and  te 
tify  in  detail,  so  far  as  he  can,  to  any  and  everything  th 
he  knows  in  regard  to  any  and  all  persons  with  whom  ' 
has  heretofore  had  illegal  connections,  affecting  any  pub 
or  private  interests,  and  will  reserve  nothing,  nor  will 
decline  to  testify  against  anybody  with  whom  he  lias  b 
BO  connected,  whether  he  may  have  been  his  most  intir 
friend  or  not.     In  writing  the  letter  which  he  did,  on 
6th  of  December  last,  to  Mr.  Charles   O'Conor,  belie 
him  to  be  at  that  time  in  full  charge  of  what  is  k 
as  the  King  suits,  Mr.  Tweed  was  fully  cognizant  < 
fact  that  he  thereby  committed  himself  fully  to  a 
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thorough  and  exhanstivc  statement  of  his  connection  with 
the  Ring  matters,  should  such  a  demand  be  made  upon 
him  as  a  condition  of  his  release.  Mr.  Tweed  has  been 
given  to  understand  by  the  Attorney- General  that  under 
no  other  condition  can  he  be  released  from  imprisonment. 
He  accepted  the  situation,  and  intends  to  comply,  as  he 
thinks  he  has  fully  done,  with  the  demand  so  made,  but 
holds  himself  entirely  willing  to  disclose  any  and  every 
other  matter,  which  may  at  present  have  escaped  his  re- 
membrance, if  his  attention  is  called  to  the  subject."  This, 
continued  Mr.  Tweed,  is  an  extract  from  the  document 
which  I  handed  to  the  Attorney-General  and  which  was 
handed  back  to  me.  The  Attorney-General  is  wrong  in 
his  statement,  for  among  the  checks  set  forth  in  the 
statement  was  one  made  January  19, 1871,  by  Mr.  Tweed, 
for  $4,000,  and  indorsed  by  Wm.  Cassidy,  as  President, 
and  Daniel  Manning,  as  Attorney,  of  the  Argvs  Printing 
Company. 

Mr.  TowNSEND  here  exhibited  the  check — payable  to 
the  order  of  the  National  Commercial  Bank  for  $4,000, 
and  indorsed  by  Mr.  Cassidy,  President,  and  Daniel  Man- 
ning, Attorney  of  the  Argots  Printing  Company. 

Mr.  TwKED — The  Attorney-General  is  correct  in  stating 
that  I  did  not  mention  specifically  Mr.  Apg  ar  or  the 
Albany  Evening  Journal  in  the  statement  I  made  to  him. 
These  were  matters  which,  if  I  had  been  then  ques- 
tioned about,  I  should  testify  to  as  I  do  now.  In  my  testi- 
mony on  the  last  day  of  the  examination  I  mentioned 
the  name  of  Mr.  Hutchings,  now  of  the  Argus  and  for- 
merly of  the  Eoening  Journal .,  and  in  connection  with 
him  spoke  of  Mr.  Demers,  who  was  then  proprietor  of  the 
Evtmrng   Journal.      Since  then,  Mr.   Hutchings  in  the 
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ArfftMj  of  which  he  is  now  associate  editor,  has  thought 
proper  to  deny  any  intimacy  or  association  with  me  be- 
yond that  which  he  says  he  was  induced  to  do  through  Mr. 
George  Dawson,  now  editor  of  the  Evening  Journal.  In 
justice  to  Mr.  Dawson  I  will  state  tliat  I  never,  to  my 
knowledge,  had  any  conversation  with  him,  and  never  had 
any  business  relations  with  him  whatever.  To  confirm 
my  statement  in  reference  to  Mr.  Hutchings  and  Mr. 
Demers  I  ofier  these  two  letters,  both  of  which  are  in  the 
handwriting  of  Mr.  Hutchings;  also  two  checks — one 
dated  16th  September,  1867,  for  $1,000,  made  by  me  to 
the  order  of  G.  W.  Demers,  and  indorsed  by  him  March 
4,  1868,  for  $2,000.  I  was  under  the  impression  at  my 
last  examination,  and  so  stated,  that  my  transactions  with 
those  two  gentlemen  were  always  in  cash,  but  I  was  mis- 
taken ;  I  also  offer  two  letters  of  Mr.  Van  Vechten,  of 
Albany,  one  dated  May  1,  1867,  and  the  other  dated 
July  25 — 1867,  in  both  of  which  reference  is  made  to  my 
connection  with  Mr.  Hutchings. 

[The  following  letters  were  then  read  by  Mr.  Tweed's 

counsel.] 

Albany,  July  25,  1867. 

Dbab  Twkko — I  have  just  seen  Barber,  and  at  his  re^ 
quest  I  write  you.  The  Committee  on  Cities  have  not  y^ 
reached  any  point  as  far  as  I  can  judge.  You  have  rr: 
cause  for  apprehension.  I  go  to  Lake  George  this 
noon.  Hutchings  is  coming  up  here  to-morrow  to 
over  Sunday, and  I  shall  come  down  with  him  on  Mon 
I  will  then  have  an  opportunity  of  finding  out  al 
knows,  and  I  shall  be  in  New  York  on  Wednesday.  P^ 
ably  I  will  see  you.  I  cannot  see  any  sort  of  use  of  77 
being  here  next  week.     If  I  do  I  will  let  you  kno 
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am  pretty  well  satisfied  that  the  majority  of  the  Kepubli- 
cans  in  the  convention  are  disposed  to  let  the  people  of 
New  York  govern  themselves.  The  former  Legislature 
has  badly  damaged  the  party,  and  they  are  not  disposed 
to  weaken  it  any  more  by  their  action. 

Yours,  truly, 

A.  Van  Vkohtkn. 

Dbpabtmeni^  of  Public  Wobks,  / 

Commissioner's  Office,  New  Yobk.  f 

Hon.  Wm.  M.  Tweed  : 

Deab  Sir — If  it  is  possible  for  you  to  see  me  before  I 
leave  the  city,  please  send  note  to  Astor  House.  I  must 
return  to-morrow  afternoon. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

S.  C.  HuTOHINOfl. 

Indorsed. 

"  Answered  December  20,  1870." 


(Confidential.) 

Office  of  Albany  Evening  Journal,  ) 
Albany,  November  11,  1867.  J 

Dear  Sir — At  our  last  interview  in  this  city  you  signi- 
fied a  desire  to  form  the  acquaintance  of  Mr.  Demere. 
Businees  will  call  him  to  New  York  this  week  or  next. 
If  you  will  designate  the  hotel,  day,  and  hour  where  he 
can  meet  you,  it  will  afford  him  pleasure  to  fill  such  an 
appointment.  The  time  is  fully  at  your  own  option.  Al- 
low me  to  congratulate  you  on  your  own  personal  success, 
and  also  on  the  triumph  of  your  party.  It  is  a  complete 
victory  for  the  Democracy,  and  a  good  thing  for  us,  as  we 
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will  show  you  "  next  time."     We  now  know  where  our 
weakness  lies. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

S.  C.  HUTCHINOS. 


The  following  check  was  then  read  : 

New  York,  January  10,  1871. 

Tenth  National   Bank,  pay  to  the  order  of  National 
Commercial  Bank  of  Albany  four  thousand  dollars. 

$4,000.  AVm.  M.  Tweed. 

Indorsed. 

Wm.  Cassidy,  President. 
Daniel  W.  Manning,  Attorney. 


So  far  for  the  Evening  Journal.  In  these  matters  I 
desire  it  to  be  undei*8tO(>d  that  I  have  no  personal  animos- 
ity toward  any  gentleman.  I  am  doing  this  as  an  act  of 
justice  to  myself  and  the  community.  Men  whom  I  have 
benefited  in  every  way  think  that  I  am  not  able  to  de- 
fend myself,  but  I  want  them  distinctly  to  know  that  I 
am — and  that  I  am  gohig  to  do  it.  Mr.  Apgar  has  pub- 
lished a  statement  denying  my  testimony,  and  stating  that 
he  was  appointed  by  Mr.  Hoffman.  To  refute  this  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Apgar  I  desire  in  the  first  place  to  say  that 
he  never  was  recommended  to  mo  by  Mayor  Hoffman^ 
but  was  recommended  as  a  pei-son  who  might  be  of  ser- 
vice to  me  by  Mr.  George  McGee.  He  may  be  correct  as 
to  the  amount  he  received  in  all — that  I  cannot  say,  be- 
cause the  records  of  some  of  my  private  pay-rolls  cannot  now 
be  found.  I  have  a  letter  which  I  now  offer,  written  by 
him  in  December  5th,  1868,  in  which  he  appears  to  ac- 
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knowledge  the  reception  by  hi  in  of  many  past  favors,  and 
in  which  he  asks  me  to  find  some  one  to  advance  him 
some  money.  I  also  iind  a  check,  dated  23d  December, 
1868,  drawn  by  me  to  cash  for  $55,  on  the  back  of  the 
check  in  pencil  in  the  manner  usual  with  the  paying 
teller  of  the  bank,  I  find  the  name  of  E.  K.  Apgar.  If 
the  Committee  will  send  for  the  teller  of  the  bank  at  that 
time  and  question  him,  they  will  find  that  the  money  was 
paid  to  him  personally. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Townsend  read  the  following  letter : 

63  Wall  Street,  New  Tork,  Dec.  5,  1868. 

My  Dear  Sir — Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  write  me 
a  line  informing  me,  if  you  can,  how  soon  you  will  be 
able  to  see  me  ?  I  would  not  write  but  that  for  the  rea- 
son I  have  mentioned  to  you,  I  am  in  very  urgent  need  of 
money.  If  there  is  any  way  in  which  I  could  discount 
my  back  pay,  I  should  be  glad  to  do  so ;  but  I  know  of 
no  one  likely  to  do  this.  The  State  Committee  seems  to 
be  unable  to  do  anything  in  my  case,  notwithstanding  1 
am  in  debt  largely  on  their  account.  I  am  at  present  in 
debt  for  board,  clotlies,  and  money  borrowed  to  pay  my 
expenses  during  the  campaign — between  four  and  five 
hundred  dollars — which  1  had  expected  and  promised  to 
pay  long  ago,  and  some  of  which  is  really  needed  by  those 
to  whom  1  owe  it.  1  hope  you  will  feel  that  it  is  only  the 
embarrassment  of  my  present  position  that  impels  me  to 
trouble  you  again.  If  you  know  of  any  way  in  which 
I  can  secure  the  advance  of  my  back  pay,  and  will  inform 
me  of  it,  you  will  add  another  to  the  very  great  favors 
already  bestowed  upon 

Yours,  very  truly, 

Edoab  K.  Apoab. 

To  Hon.  Wm.  M.  Tweed. 
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Mr.  Tweed  then  produced  a  check  dated  Dec.  23,  1868, 
drawn  by  himself  in  **  cash,"  for  $55,  on  the  back  of 
which  appeared  tlie  pencilled  memorandum,  made  by  the 
bank's  paying-teller,  of  the  name  of  E.  K.  Apgar  as  the 
person  to  whom  the  money  was  paid. 

'*  1  have  not,"  said  he,  **  any  animosity  toward  any  of 
the  gentleman  whose  names  I  have  mentioned  here  in  the 
course  of  this  examination.  I  am  simply  doing  this  as  an 
act  of  justice  to  myself  and  the  community.  I  have  no 
ill-feeling,  and  there  is  no  name  I  have  mentioned  that  I 
would  not  rather  not  have  mentioned  if  I  had  had  the 
power  to  avoid  it.  But  men  who  think  because  I  cannot 
get  out  to  go  around  and  see  the  people  to  verify  my 
statements,  and  cannot  get  papers,  and  that  I  am  not  able 
to  defend  mysell  will  find  that  I  am  going  to  show  that  I 
am  still  able  to  do  that." 

Mr.  TwKED — I  will  now  go  to  the  Argus.  That  paper 
in  its  issue  of  September  30,  contained  a  long  article  of 
which  the  following  was  the  conclusion,  which  was  read 
by  Mr.  Townsend  : 

*•  Neither  the  Argxis  Company,  nor  any  member  of  said 
company,  ever  received  as  much  as  one  dollar  or  any  valu- 
able thing  whatever,  at  any  time,  from  Mr.  Tweed  or  any 
one  on  his  behalf,  for  any  purpose  whatever.  No  pecuni- 
ary or  other  benefits  were  received  by  any  member  of  the 
Argua  Company  from  Mr.  Tweed  or  from  any  one  on 
his  behalf.  Mr.  Tweed  never  had  the  benefit  or  use  of  the 
columns  of  the  Argus  at  any  time,  and  no  member  of 
the  Argus  Company  was  ever  indebted  to  him  for  a  favor 
of  any  description." 

In  reply  to  this  I  submit  to  the  Committee  five  letters 
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written  by  Mr.  William  Cassidy,  President  of  the  Argus 
Association,  in  the  years  1867,  1868,  and  1869 — in  all  of 
which  he  asked  favors  from  me.  I  again  refer  to  the 
check  mentioned  in  my  statement  to  the  Attorney-General 
heretofore  referred  to,  dated  January  19, 1871,  for  $4,000, 
indorsed  by  both  Wm.  Cassidy,  president,  and  Daniel 
Manning,  attorney.  In  further  answer  to  the  Argus  that 
no  favors  had  been  received  from  me  by  any  member  of 
that  company,  I  refer  to  Sheet  No.  1  of  Pay-roll  of  Offi- 
cers and  Appointees  in  the  Street  D^artment  of  the  City 
of  New  York,  during  the  month  of  February,  1870.  In 
that  pay-roll  will  be  found  a  receipt  from  A.  S.  Cassidy  (a 
brother  of  William)  who  was  the  third  general  clerk  to 
the  Street  Commissioner,  to  R.  B.  Connolly,  Comp- 
troller of  New  York,  for  $166.66,  for  the  month  of 
February,  1870,  being  the  monthly  payment  for  his 
salary  at  the  rate  of  $2,000  per  annum.  He  held 
this  position  for  years,  and  in  this  pay-roll,  which  I  sub- 
mit, he  is  charged  to  the  Argus  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr. 
King.  I  hand  this  to  the  Committee  in  the  same  condi- 
tion as  received  from  the  Department  under  the  orders  of 
your  Committee.  Mr.  Wm.  E.  King  was  then  first  general 
clerk  to  the  Street  Department.  A.  S.  Cassidy  was  at  one 
time  removed,  when  his  brother  William  called  on  me  and 
I  had  him  reinstated,  and  afterwards,  at  the  further  solici- 
tation of  William  Cassidy,  for  favors  received,  and  after 
the  passage  of  the  Charter  of  1870,  I  increased  his  salary 
from  $2,000  to  $3,000  per  annum. 

[Under  one  of  these  letters  was  a  direction  in  the  hand- 
writing of  Mr.  Tweed  to  one  of  the  clerks  in  his  office,  to 
have  Mr.  Cassidy's  wishes  complied  with.] 

"  That  will  show,"  continued  Mr.  Tweed,  "  that  they 
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never  asked  any  favors,  of  oonrse."  He  then  proceeded 
as  follows: 

As  compensation  for  favors  had  from  the  Argua  Oom- 
pany  and  at  their  request  I  was  instrumental  in  having  in- 
serted in  the  Session  Laws  of  1870,  page  1,093,  chapter 
492,  the  following  provision  : 

"  The  conti-act  with  the  Argus  Company  for  legislative 
printing  shall  be  extended  for  three  years,  provided  the 
Comptroller  shall  deem  it  for  the  interests  of  the  State." 

I  further  present}  for  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee, the  many  resolutions  for  printing  passed  during 
that  year,  and  the  succeeding  year,  1871,  with  a  copy  of 
the  numbers  called  for  under  their  contract,  showing  the 
number  of  copies  called  for  beyond  the  contract  order. 
On  the  1st  of  October  I  addressed  a  communication,  of 
which  the  annexed  is  a  copy,  to  Mr.  Olcott,  the  State 
Treasurer,  to  which  I  have  received  no  reply : 

No.    70   LdDLOW  STREB'r,  ) 

New  York,  Ist  October,  1877.  > 
T.  W.  Oloott,  Jr.,  Esq. : 

Sir — Will  you  please  have  prepared  and  forwarded  to 
me,  for  use  in  my  evidence  before  a  Committee  of  Board 
of  Aldermen  of  this  city,  the  amounts  paid  the  Argus  and 
the  Argibs  Company  [by  that  name  or  any  other],  during 
the  years  1868-69-70-71-72,  in  detail,  with  the  authority 
by  which  such  j^ayments  were  made,  also  a  copy  of  th^ 
contract  for  printing  made  by  the  State  with  the  Argus 
Company  in   1869-70.     I  ask   this   information  for   the 
benefit  of  the  public,  and  not  for  mere  curiosity.     Ad; 
expense  incurred  in  collating  and  copying,  1  will  pay  o~ 
presentation  of  the  bill. 

Tours,  respectfully, 

William  M.  Tweki>< 
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"  I  find,  however,  in  the  Express  of  October  1  the  fol- 
lowing report  of  the  legislative  printing,  showing  the 
amounts  received  by  the  Argus  Company  for  that  work, 
as  shown  by  the  Comptroller's  books  during  the  years 
1868-69-70-71-72-73-74-75,  amounting,  in  all,  to 
$778,450,  of  which  $384,500  was  received  during  the 
years  1870-71,  while  1  was  in  the  Senate. 

"  The  amount  paid  the  Argus  Company  for  printing 
(not  including  advertising),  as  shown  by  the  Comptroller's 
books,  was  as  follows  : 

1868 $5,000 

1869 80,600 

1870 176,600 

1871 , 207,900 

1872 1 36,400 

1873 138,850 

1874  23,200 

1875 10,000 


Total $778,450 

**  You  will  perceive  how  the  bills  drop  off  as  soon  as 
I  left  the  Senate.  The  bills  for  1872  and  1873  were  the 
dripplings  of  the  big  years. 

"  I  can  substantiate,"  continued  Mr.  Tweed,  *'  all  I  have 
said  in  relation  to  the  subsidizing  of  the  press." 

[Here  he  produced  the  following  check,  dated  January 
10th,  1871,  (heretofore  referred  to)  for  $4,000,  paid  by 
him  to  the  Albany  Argus  by  William  Cassidy,  President 
of  the  Argus  Company  and  Daniel   Manning,  Secretary]. 

New  York,  Jan.  10,  1871. 
Tenth  National  Bank  pay  to  the  order  of  National  Com- 
mercial Bank  of  Albany  four  thousand  dollars. 

$4,000.  W.  M.  TwBKD. 
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'^  Now,   I  come  to  Senator  Woodin  again,  although  I 
had  hoped  I  had   done   with  him.     In  a  published  state- 
ment he  says  he  never  had  any  dealings    with  me  of  any 
kind,  and  stigmatizes  my  entire  statement  as  false.  I  find 
the  appointment  of  James  J.  Weed   as  clerk  in  the  office 
of  Water  Register,  Aug.  1,  1S70.     He   drew  back  pay 
for  July,  1870,  being  too  big  to  come  down  and  be  regu- 
larly entered  on  the  pay-roll,   and  he  retained    his  office 
until  July,  1871,  at  $3,000,  when  he  was  removed,  because 
Kepublican  Senators  made  a  party  question  on  the  passage 
of  the  tax  levy  of  tliat  year.     On  the  private  records  of  the 
Department  he  is  charged  as  having    been  appointed  ac 
the   solicitation  of  Senator  Woodin,   and    was  known   as 
'  Woodin's  man  from  the  country.'    He  performed  no  servi- 
ces, not  even  drawing  his  pay,  but  assigned  it  It  was  drawn 
by  the   assignee,   as  a  general  thing.     Now,  tliat  I  have 
paid  my  respects  to  these  gentlemen,  let   me   turn  to  the 
Tenth  National  and  its  President,  Mr.  Ackerman,  who  de- 
fends Mr.  Palmer,  the  late  President,  and  who  states  that 
Palmer  knew  nothing  about  the  transactions  I  referred  to. 
I  assert  that  at  the  time  Ackerman  was  only  an  employee 
of  the  bank  and  never  had  any  dealings  with  the  manage 
ment  at  all.     I  am  prepared  to  prove  that  Palmer  not  onl 
knew  of  some  of  these  transactions  going  on,  but  at  difiFe 
ent  times   received  telegrams   from  Albany  directing  hi 
to    keep  the   bank   open    until   long  after  bank  houi-e 
until  four  and  five  o'clock.     He  kept  the  bank  open  u* 
these  hours,  and  from  there   money  was   sent  to  Albi? 
He  must  have  known  that  something   was   wrong,  c 
least  unusual,  for  he   cannot   but   remember  that   he 
required  to  wait  until  long  after  bank  houro    until  a 
senger   came  down    from   Albany   and   he  would 
have  to  give  that  messenger  the  amount  I  sent  for. 
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I  find  an  article  in  the  Com/meroial  Advertiser  of  Octo- 
ber 1,  1877,  quoting  a  statement  from  another  journal — 
I  believe  the  Argus — stating  that  the  "Boss  is  an  in- 
famous liar,"  and  remarking,  "  that  Tweed  is  getting  it  all 
round."  Whether  or  not  I  was  right  in  regard  to  my 
statements,  and  whether  Mr.  H.  J.  Hastings  told  the  truth 
or  not  in  denying  any  association  or  intimacy  with  me,  I 
offer  to  submit  to  the  Committee  the  following  letters : 

Counsel  for  Mr.  Tweed  then  read  the  following  letters : 

Washington,  January  17,  1871. 
My  Deab  Sib — I  am  in  a  tight  spot  here  and  want 
your  aid.  You  have,  no  doubt,  seen  Brooks's  speech. 
The  poor  devil,  before  commencing  his  attack  on  me, 
went  about  the  House  insinuating  among  Kepublicans 
that  I  was  in  the  employ  of  Tammany  Hall  to  secure  the 
secrets  of  the  Republicans.  He  done  this  to  get  up  a 
prejudice  against  me.  In  his  speech  he  held  up  the 
Commercial  Advertiser  in  a  melodramatic  way,  exclaim- 
ing, "Here  is  the  evidence  that  he  is  a  hired  spy  and 
informer  of  the  Democratic  party."  In  his  printed  speech 
it  is  Tammany  Hall;  in  his  public  address  it  was  the 
Democratic  party.  I  wish  you  could  reach  Kerr,  who  is 
on  the  committee.  It  can  only  be  effectual  to-morrow 
morning,  as  I  expect  to  be  brought  before  the  House  for 
contempt.  You  will  have  seen  the  nature  of  my  objec 
tions  before  the  committee.  I  did  not  open  my  case  to 
show  my  hand,  what  I  propose  to  prove.  Brooks  could 
take  advantage  of  it.  Can't  you  telegraph  him?  Do 
what  you  can  for  our  friend.  John  Schumaker  or  some 
of  the  boys  will  add  the  balance.  I  am  rather  suspicious 
that  Fox  put  up  Brooks  to  make  the  intimation,  or  rather 
the  charge,  about  being  an  informer.     I  may  be  locked 
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up  in  twenty-four  hours.  Think  of  me  looking  through 
the  grates  in  the  basement  of  the  Capitol.  Won't  I  be  a 
devil  of  a  fellow  in  a  small  way  for  a  very  small  time  t 
Yours  in  tribulation,  but  courageous, 

Hugh. 


Commercial  Advertiseb  Office,        ) 

Corner  Fulton  and  Nassau  Streets,  > 

New  York,  January  23,  1871.        ) 

My  Dear  Friend — Your  letter  directed  to  me  at  Wash- 
ington failed  to  reach  me  there.  I  found  it  at  my  office 
this  morning.  The  warm  sentiments  of  friendship  ex- 
pressed  in  it  have  bound  me  to  you  forever.  If  I  have 
one  virtue  among  the  many  that  most  people  boast  of,  that 
one  is  gratitude — ^never  to  forget  a  friend,  never  to  go 
back  on  a  man,  woman,  or  child  who  does  a  favor.  These 
are  not  empty  words.  I  write  through  a  fulness  of  heart 
when  I  say,  through  sunshine  and  adversity,  through 
good  and  evil  report,  no  matter  what  may  occur,  rely 
upon  me  to  go  to  the  end  in  your  behalf.  Command  me 
at  any  time.  Pardon  me  for  being  so  expressive.  Your 
kind  offer  in  your  letter  is  so  generous  that  I  cannot  re- 
sist opening  my  heart  to  you,  and  say  in  addition,  God 
bless  you  and  yours.  Brooks  said  to  John  Schumaker 
that  he  desired  to  have  everything  drop  after  the  report 
of  the  committee.  John  came  to  me  and  informed  me  of 
Brooks's  wishes.  Of  all  things  distasteful  to  me  is  law- 
suits, and  seeing  my  name  in  the  papers.  I  have  got 
heartily  sick  of  it,  even  if  it  is  complimentary,  and  I  pre- 
sume you  must  feel  pretty  much  that  way  yourself.  Be- 
fore leaving  Washington,  Schumaker  saw  Brooks  and  gave 
me  to  understand  that  hostilities  had  ceased.    I  will  be  up 


243 

Tuesday  night  of  this  week.     Again  thanking  you  for 
your  kindness,  believe  me,  ever  yours, 

H.  J.  Hastinos. 
To  Hon.  Wm.  M.  Tweed. 

Mr  Tweed  (continuing)— I  have  other  letters  of  his  that 
can  be  produced,  all  of  the  same  kind  ;  but  I  thought  these 
had  better  be  shown,  so  that  it  might  be  proved  that  he 
was  on  intimate  terms  with  me  at  that  time.  But  it  was 
only  one  of  the  many  dirty  things  that  Hasting  had  done 
to  me. 

Mr.  Cole  inquired  if  that  was  the  whole  of  the  state 
ment? 

Mr.  Tweed — ^Yes ;  but  I  may  get  another  page  or  two 
ready.  I  believe  I  have  got  other  documents  in  my  pos- 
session which  will  further  corroborate  what  I  have  stated ;  (y 
but  it  requires  time  and  labor  to  get  at  them.  I  would 
state  here  that  the  statement  I  have  just  had  read  to  the 
Committee,  was  prepared  with  a  great  deal  of  labor  and  I 
would  ask  that  it  be  handed  back  to  me  again  when  the 
Committee  have  done  with  it. 

Mr.  Cole — Tliese  are  the  interrogatories  which  Mr. 
Demas  Barnes 

A.  1  haven't  had  time  to  look  at  them  during  this  week, 
but  I  guess  1  can  answer  them.  Week  before  last  I 
looked  at  theiri,  but  this  last  week  I  have  been  occupied 
in  looking  up  the  Argus  and  Albany  Evening  Journal 
business,  and  in  paying  my  respects  to  those  gentlemen. 
They  paid  nie  their  respects,  and  I  thought  it  was  right 
for  me  to  pay  them  my  respects. 
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Q.  You  have  stated  that  sixty-five  thonsand  dollan 
were  paid  to  certain  Aldermen  to  induce  them  to  appro- 
priate $1,500,000  for  the  Brooklyn  Bridge?  how  much 
of  this  money  was  reimbursed  to  you  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  put  a  written  answer  to  that ;  1  did,  I 
know. 

Q.  You  have  some  written  memoranda  in  pencil  ? 

A.  Well,  I  stated  it  was  all,  except  a  few  thousand  dol- 
lars, in  the  first  place,  handed  to  me  by  Mr.  Henry  0. 
Murphy  ;  I  am  inclined  to  think  it  was  short  about  fifteen 
thousand  dollars,  but  I  don't  know  exactly  ;  that  was  sub- 
scribed equally  by  Mr.  Sweeney,  Mr.  Hugh  Smith,  and 
myself.  That  money  was  paid  back  to  me  afterwards  by 
Mr.  Kingsley. 

Q.  You  say  the  money  that  you  and  Mr.  Sweeney  and 
Mr.  Smith  advanced  was  paid  back  to  you  by  whom  I 

A.  By  Mr.  Kinsjsley.  I  think  we  each  took  a  quarter 
of  our  shares  oflF,  and  gave  them  to  Connolly.  I  think 
Sweeney  received  his  shares  mainly  of  myself  and 
Smith. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  Executive  Committee 
of  the  Bridge  Company  ? 

A,  I  was. 

<^,  Who  composed  that  committee  ? 

A.  Mr.  Murphy  was  one.  General  Slocum  was  one,  Mr. 
Smith  was  one,  Mr.  Stranahan  was  one. 

A.  Tlie  memoranda  by  Mr.  Barnes  says :  Henry  0. 
Murphy? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  S.  L.  Hustcd? 

A.  There  was  a  Mr.  Husted,  but  I  don't  recollect  his 
first  name. 

Q,  Mr.  Smith  and  you  ;  is  that  correct? 
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A.  YeSy  sir.  General  Slocum  was  a  member  of  the 
committee  at  some  time  ;  I  think  at  that  time. 

Q.  Do  jou  recollect  who  introduced There  was  a 

resolution  introduced  and  passed  by  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee, on  tlie  fifth  of  July,  1870,  as  follows  : 

'*  Resolved,  That  fifteen  per  centum  of  the  amount  of 
*^  the  expenditures  for  the  construction  of  the  foundation 
**  of  the  towers  of  the  bridge,  on  both  sides  of  the  river, 
"up  to  high  water  mark,  including  the  payments  for 
"  land,  be  paid  W.  0.  Kingsley,  the  general  superinten- 
**  dent,  for  his  services  and  advances  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
"  pany,  up  to  the  completion  of  such  foundation ;"  and 
the  record  says  that  that  resolution  was  offered  by  you. 
Have  you  any  recollection  about  it  ? 

A.  I  think  that  it  was.  My  memory  has  been  refreshed 
by  that  paper  of  Mr.  Barnes.  It  is  my  present  conviction 
that  I  offered  it. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  it  was  offered  and  passed  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Were  all  the  members  of  the  committee  present  at 
that  time  7 

A.  That  I  am  not  sure  about. 

Q,  Was  the  resolution  unanimously  agreed  to  by  the 
members  who  were  present  ? 

A.  That  I  am  not  sure  about,  but  I  think  so. 

Q.  What  advances  did  you  refer  to  in  that  resolution  ? 

A.  I  understand  it  cost  something  to  get  the  appropria- 
tion through  the  Common  Council ;  I  know  it  cost  some- 
thing to  get  it  through  the  New  York  Common  Council ; 
and  expense  incurred  in  going  to  Albany  and  to  Wash- 
ington, and  getting  the  passage  of  the  law  itself,  authoriz- 
ing the  crossing  of  the  river ;  all  those  little  incidental 
expenses. 
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Q.  Did  you  intend  that  resolution  to  cover,  anions:  other 
things,  the  money  which  had  been  paid  through  you  to 
the  New  York  Common  Council  ? 

A.  I  did,  sir ;  I  think  it  did  cover  it.  1  think  about 
that  time  it  was,  for  I  got  my  mone}'^  back,  whatever  it 
was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  prepared  that  resolution  ? 

-4.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  who  handed  it  to  you  ? 

A.  William  C.  Kingsley  handed  it  to  me,  and  I  think 
he  prepared  it ;  although  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Now,  the  resolution,  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Barnes' 
memoranda,  has  been  altered  on  the  record,  so  that  the 
word  "  fifteen  "  has  been  erased,  and  the  word  "  five  "  writ- 
ten over  it ;  which  appeared  by  a  microscopic  inspection 
of  the  paper  itself.  Are^you  quite  sure  that  the  resolution, 
as  offered  by  you,  provided  for  the  payment  of  fifteen  per 
centum  upon  the  amount  of  expenditures  and  advances? 

A.  lam  positive  of  it;  and  I  am  also  positive  of  it 
from  the  fact  that  Mr.  Kingsley  called  upon  me,  and 
asked  me  what  was  my  recollection  of  the  fact,  and  I  said 
whatever  it  was  upon  the  minutes  at  tlie  time. 

Q,  What  is  your  independent  recollection  at  this  time  ? 

A.  I  know  it  positively — that  it  was  fifteen  per  cent. ; 
I  don't  think  anything  about  it ;  I  know  it  positively. 

Q.  Well,  was  any  portion  of  this  fifteen  per  centum  on 
expenditures  and  advances  actually  paid? 

A.  I  only  know  by  reference  to  the  books  which  Mr. 
Barnes  gives  you  there,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  no  independent  recollection  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  and  no  reference  to  the  books,  except  what 
Mr.  Barnes  gave  me  there.  Those  questions  are  in  reply 
to  a  private  communication  I  addressed  to  Mr.  Barnes, 
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asking  him  tx)  give  me  the  information.  I  knew  he  had 
been  chairman  of  the  Investigating  Committee,  from  the 
fact  that  he  had  sent  mc  a  long  printed  statement ;  and 
when  Mr.  Kingsley  partially  denied  the  facts,  I  then  pre- 
pared myself  to  show  that  what  I  said  was  correct. 

Q.  This  memorandum  states  that  on  the  first  of  Jan- 
uary, 1871,  the  expenditures  amounted  to  $1,179,531 ;  and 
that  some  one  had  drawn  from  the4reasury,  on  anthority 
of  this  resolution,  fifteen  per  centum  of  that  amount,  one 
hundred  and  seventy-five  thousand  dollars,  and  that  that 
amount  was  charged  to  general  account,  and  afterwards 
<;harged  to  special  expenses  account,  and  again  transferred 
to  the  lumber  and  material  account,  under  the  head  of  the 
constrnction  account.  Now,  do  you  know  anything  about 
that  matter  ? 

A.  I  know  nothing  about  that  whatever.  I  suggest 
Mr.  Barnes  be  called  in  reference  to  the  Brooklyn  Bridge* 
He  knows  all  about  those  detail  matters.  He  has  been 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Investigation,  and  has 
made  them  a  study. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  know  now,  Mr.  Tweed,  is  whether 
jou  know  anything  about  these  matters  ? 

^.  I  do  not. 

Q,  Now,  was  the  whole  of  this  fifteen  per  centum  actu* 
ally  to  be  paid  to  Kingsley? 

A.  It  was. 

Q,  Was  no  one  to  share  it  with  him  in  any  way. 

A.  He  was  to  pay  back  the  moneys  we  had  advanced. 

Q.  That  you  had  advanced 

A.  In  money,  etc.,  and  was  to  pay  the  balance  of  my 
stock,  which  I  had  paid  twenty  per  cent.  on. 

Q.  Tliat  was  an  understanding  between  you  and  Kings* 
ley,  was  it  ? 
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A.  Between  Kiiigaley  and  myself. 

Q.  How  much  was  it  calculated  by  the  board  of  direc- 
tors tliat  the  company  would  have  to  pay  for  land  taken 
for  the  approaches? 

A.  The  details  I  don't  recollect;  I  think  the  entire 
amount,  as  submitted  by  the  elder  Mr.  Roebling,  was 
$8,500,000;  the  amount  submitted  by  the  younger  Mr. 
Roebling  was  six  millions. 

Q.  That  included  the  approaches  to  the  bridge,  and  the 
construction  of  the  bridge  up  to  high- water  mark  ?  The 
entire  completion,  or  the  land  for  approaches  simply,  and 
the  piers  up  to  high-water  mark  ? 

A.  To  a  certain  distance,  and  the  approaches.  I  waa 
under  the  impression  at  one  time  that  that  meant  the 
whole  thing,  but  I  think  it  didn't. 

Q.  This  resolution  is  to  the  effect  that  fifteen  per  cent 
shall  be  paid  to  Mr.  Kingsley,  on  expenditures  and  advances 
for  the  construction  of  the  foundation  of  the  towers  of 
the  bridge  on  both  sides  of  the  river,  up  to  high-water 
mark,  including  the  payments  for  land.  Now,  these  esti- 
mates that  you  speak  of  now,  were  they  estimates  for 
these  two  items,  or  did  they  include  the  entire  bridge? 
What  is  your  impression  ? 

A.  My  impression  is  that  that  resolution  intended  to 
cover  six  millions  of  dollars,  but  how  far  it  reached  I  don' 
know  that  I  was  very  thorough  in. 

Q.  Well,  now,  the  fifteen  per  cent,  was  understood    * 
cover  alone  the  cost  of  material  and  construction,  salark 
to  officers  and  wages  to  laborers,  and  the  land  for  e 
proaches  ? 

A.  Every  expenditure  incurred,  of  every  nature. 
,     Q,  Was  it  part  of  the  plan  that  that  fifteen  per  ceni 
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should  continue  to  be  paid  for  subsequent  expenditures^ 
made  necessary  by  the  further  pi'ogress  of  the  bridge  ? 

A.  I  don't  tliink  thev  entered  into  the  consideration  of 
it  at  all.  I  don't  think  that  subject  was  ever  spoken  of  at 
all. 

Q.  How  much  was  it  calculated  at  that  time  that  the 
whole  bridge  was  intended  to  cost  ? 

A.  I  don't  know ;  I  think  six  millions.  I  thought,  at 
the  time,  that  was  intended  to  cover  everything. 

Q.  Well,  now,  did  you,  and  the  others  who  were  with 
you  in  this  arrangement,  expect  to  make  any  money 
out  of  the  bridge,  further  than  came  from  Kingsley'a 
fifteen  per  cent.,  and  the  stock  which  had  practically  been 
given  to  you? 

A.  We  expected  to  have  a  good  dividend  out  of  the  stock,, 
and  expected  to  have  the  control  of  a  great  many  laboring^ 
men ;  and  I  expected  Kingsley  to  pay  the  balance  of  my 
stock. 

Q,  Was  there  any  understanding  at  all  between  you 
and  Mr.  Kingsley  with  regard  to  that  matter  ? 

A.  No  direct  understanding — a  talk  about  it  being  a 
great  deal  of  money — which  was  virtually  assented  to^ 
without  a  direct  assent.  It  was  proposed  to  divide  it,  not 
to  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  one  man.  Kingdley  entertained 
the  proposal,  and  didn't  deny  it.  He  had  at  that  time  ex- 
pended one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  in  some  way 
or  another,  and  I  know  that,  when  Henry  0.  Murphy 
brought  me  the  checks  to  pass  the  resolution  in  the  Com- 
mon Council,  there  was  either  one  or  two  or  more  checks 
of  Kingsley  there.  Was  it  Kingsley's  or  Keenan's  name 
was  on  them  ? 

Q.  Did  he  ever  go  into  details  as  to  how  he  had 
expended  that  much  money  ? 
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A.  Never  asked  him  ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  members  of  the  manage- 
ment were  interested  in,  or  controlled,  or  held  contracts 
with  any  stone  or  granite  quarries  ? 

A,  I  think  Mr.  Kingsley  was  interested  in  a  stone 
quarry — a  granite  quarry.  I  know  once  I  wanted  to  get 
the  stone  put  there  from  a  quarry  I  was  interested  in,  and 
found  it  impossible ;  he  was  in  the  way. 

Q,  Do  you  know  what  quarry  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  was  connected  with  so  many  myself  for 
furnishing  material  to  the  city,  that  my  memory  is  con- 
fused with  regard  to  them. 

Q,  As  to  lumber,  do  you  know  whether  any  of  the 
managers  had  any  interest  in  a  saw-mill  or  lumber  com- 
pany ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  As  to  other  material — wire  and  cables — do  you  know 
anything  about  them  at  all  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  anything  about  them  at  all. 

Q,  With  regard  to  the  land  which  was  to  be  taken  for 
the  approaches  to  the  bridge — do  you  know  whether  any 
members  of  the  management  had  any  interest  in  that  land 
in  any  way  ? 

A,  I  don't  know;  I  don't  think  ihey  had  ;  we  selected 
very  excellent  persons  to  appraise  the  lands,  and  were 
governed  by  their  opinion. 

Q.  Now  as  to  the  caissons  from  Webb  &  Bell  ? 

A.  That  was  given  to  theui  after  an  open  competition, 
I  think.  Fii-st  our  circulai-s  were  sent  out,  and  we  had 
the  bids  from  three,  I  am  sure,  and  from  five  or  six,  I 
think. 

Q.  Was  that  bona  fide  f 

A.  That  was  honafide^  as  far  as  I  know. 
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Q.  Were  there  any  other  commissioiiB,  or  any  other 
purchases,  coining  back  to  the  managers,  or  any  of 
them  ? 

A,  None  that  I  know  of,  sir ;  I  think  not.  Mr.  Kings- 
ley  had  it  under  control.  He  was  the  autocrat,  and  did  as 
he  pleased. 

Q,  What,  if  anything,  do  you  know  about  the  follow- 
ing resolution  :  "  Executive  Committee  Meeting,  June  20, 
**  1870.  ResoVoed^  That  seventy  thousand  dollars  be  pro- 
**  posed  to  owners  of  residue  of  southerly  half  of  Pier  No. 
*^  29,  New  York." 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it  at  all,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  about  that  at  all  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it  at  present. 

Q.  The  following  resolution  ;  have  you  any  recollection 
of  it?  "Executive  Oommittee,  September  6,1870.  Re- 
'^  solved,  That  the  Committee  accept  the  report  of  the 
"Committee  of  Apprfeisers,  etc.,  and  pay  one  hundred  and 
"  fifty  thousand  dollars,  for  one  hundred  and  fifty-five 
"  feet  of  Pier  No.  29,  New  York." 

A.  I  recollect  something  of  the  kind;  I  don't  recollect 
the  resolution  direct,  but  I  recollect  a  resolution  of  that 
nature. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  about  that  transaction  which 
pnt  money  into  anybody's  pocket,  except  into  the  Treasury 
of  the  County  of  New  York  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  that  was  bona  Jide  f 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  as  to  the  following  resolution,  passed  Septem- 
ber 6, 1870,  to  the  eflfect  **That  the  company  approve  and 
'^  adopt  a  contract  made  with  the  owners  for  the  purchase 
"  of  residue  of  land  required  for  tower  on  the  New  York 
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"side  of  the  river,  at  the  price  of  seventy  thousand  dol- 
"lars."     Do  you  know  anything  about  that? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir;  I  recollect  that  before  that  time  we 
appointed  appraisers,  and  were  governed  by  their  opinion, 
I  think ;  1  don't  know  who  the  gentlemen  were. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  pei'son  making  money  out  of 
those  transactions  ? 

A,  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  with  regard  to  the  following : 
"March  6,  1871.  President  Murphy  reported  that  he 
"had  negotiated  with  New  York  for  land,  etc.,  for  tower 
"  on  the  New  York  side,  which  was  complicated  by  lease 
"to  Iloosevelt  Street  and  South  Seventh  Street  Ferry 
**  Company,  and  for  which  special  damages  were  asked,  ap- 
"  praised  at  eighty-two  thousand  dollars."  Do  you  know 
anything  about  that  ? 

A.  No  recollection  of  that;  1  presume  it  was  done, 
however. 

Q.  Who  drew  the  New  York  Bridge  Company's  charter ; 
do  you  know  ? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Murphy  ;  1  don't  know,  but  I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  one  say  so  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did ;  that  was  my  impression 
at  the  time  and  afterwards. 

Q.  You  don't  recollect  now  from  what  circumstances 
that  impre^ion  was  created  ? 

A,  I  do  not ;  that  was  done  long  before  I  had  any  con- 
nection with  the  bridge. 

Q,  Did  you  understand  that  by  that  charter  the  mana- 
gers were  responsible  to  any  one,  or  restricted  in  any  way 
in  contracts  they  should  make  ? 

A.  I  think  not,  sir ;  I  understood  it  was  an  open  charter. 

Q,  Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  generally  do  you  know  of  any 
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other  matters  connected  with  tlie  Brooklyn  Bridge  Com- 
pany, or  the  management  thereof,  which  was  improper  in 
any  way  ? 
A.  I  do  not. 

Q,  With  regard  to  the  presents  that  Jones  &  Company 
and  Rogers  &  Company  were  in  the  habit  of  giving  em- 
ployees of  the  city  government  and  county  government,  and 
afterwards  charging  against  the  city  and  county  as  station- 
ary, I  asked  you  if  you  would  refresh  your  memory,  so  as 
to  be  able  to  state  the  names  of  any  persons  who  so  re- 
ceived such  presents. 

A,  I  stated  last  week  that  myself,  Mr.  Peter  B.  Sweeney, 
Mr.  Connolly,  Mr.  King,  and  I  thought  pretty  much  all 
public  officers,  received  presents ;  Mr.  Hayes  also. 

Q,  What  position  did  he  occupy  ? 

A.  Supervisor  Hayes,  I  moan.  What  I  have  asserted 
Mr.  Jones  and  Mr.  Rogers  both  told  me — that  they  were 
giving  presents.  I  know  they  were  to  me,  and  I  believe 
they  were  to  most  every  one  in  the  city  departments. 

Q,  Can  you  remember  any  one  else  ? 

A,  I  can't  remember  any  one  else.  If  you  will  furnish 
me  the  official  records  of  1870  and  1871,  and  give  me  a 
clerk,  also,  to  assist  me,  I  can  give  you  the  names,  or  a 
great  many  of  thom. 

Q.  I  asked  you,  with  regard  to  your  private  pay-roll 
to  furnish  me  the  names  of  all  persons  upon  it,  who  held 
sinecures,  and  who  were  paid   money   from   the   public 
treasury  for  services  which  they  didn't  render.     Are  you 
prepared  to  answer  that  question  ? 

A,  I  am  not  prepared  to  answer  that,  for  I  expect  Mr. 
King  to  return  to  the  city,  and  I  presume,  with  the  help 
of  the  prosecution,  I  can  tell  most  every  one  on  it ;  but  I 
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don't  know  that  I  conld  in  any  case  tell  them  all,  because 
sometimes  fictitious  names  were  used  on  the  pay-roll. 

Q.  Are  you  prepared  to  answer  it  in  part  ? 

A.  With  the  assistance  of  the  two  gentlemen  from  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  I  have  made  a  cui-sory 
inspection  of  the  pay-rolls  of  the  Street  Department  during' 
my  connection  with  it.  Although  I  am  satisfied  that  there 
are  many  persons  on  those  pay-rolls  who  never  rendered 
any  service  for  their  pay,  who  received  it  I  am  unable  te 
distinctly  recollect.  The  pay-rolls  for  inspectors  in  the 
Department  of  Pul)lic  Works  during  the  years  1870  and 
1871,  are,  to  my  belief,  and  best  of  my  recollection,  com- 
posed entirely  of  such  persons.  The  names  of  some  per- 
sons are  on  the  pay-roll  for  $1,200,  $1,500,  and  $2,000, 
Many  of  these  were  not  residents  of  this  city.  They  were 
apx>ointed  about  July,  1870,  at  a  salary  of  about  $2,000^ 
apiece.  Those  appointments  were  made  to  oblige  some  of 
the  Kepublican  senators,  who  aided  in  the  passage  of  the 
charter.  I  am  confident  there  are  many  others,  like  the 
above,  who  received  their  pay  without  performing  any 
services  for  it,  but  I  can't  specify  them  now.  The  pay- 
rolls and  papers  are  still  at  my  disposal,  and  I  will  endeavor 
to  further  carefully  examine  and  investigate,  and  will 
report  to  your  honorable  Committee  the  result,  if  not 
fully,  to  a  very  much  larger  extent.  Let  me  say  right 
here,  that  sometimes  there  would  the  same  name  appear 
half  a  dozen  times  on  the  pay-rolls,  of  different  men,  and 
I  can*t  individualize  the  men,  nor  the  services  they  per- 
formed. 

Q.  Consider  that  that  questi<m  is  still  before  you,  Mr. 
Tweed  1 

A.  I  would  ask  the  Committee  to*  let  that  question 
stand  until  Mr.  King  returns,  if  possible. 
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Q.  Now,  I  asked  you  last  session  the  following  ques- 
tion :  ^^  Give  me  as  far  as  voa  can  the  names  of  those 
"  persons  who,  from  the  beginning  of  the  fraudulent  per- 
"  centage  aiTangement  under  the  old  Board  of  Super- 
^^  visors,  running  through  the  settlement  of  adjusted 
"  claims,  and  afterward  through  the  Board  of  Audit, 
*'  who  were  perfectly  cognizant  during  all  that  time  of 
"  the  manner  in  which  the  Supervisors,  or  the  CJomp- 
"  troUer,  or  the  Board  of  Audit,  were  committing  these 
**  irregular  and  fraudulent  practices  ?" 

A.  As  the  question  now  stands  I  haven't  named  but  one 
or  two  men  who  would  come  under  that  head,  because 
they  would  come  in  from  time  to  time.  I  don't  think 
there  is  any  that  applies  to  that  question  but  Mr.  Oon- 
nolly. 

Q.  I  mean  any  concerned  in  these  frauds  who  were 
cognizant  of  them  from  the  beginning  down  to  1871.  My 
object  is  to  identify  thDse  persons  who  were  entirely  cog- 
nizant of  these  fraudulent  transactions,  and  to  separate 
them  from  those  persons  who  came  in  afterwards  for  one 
or  two  particular  matters  ? 

Mr.  TowNSEND — He  certainly  couldn't  do  that,  because, 
from  my  understanding  of  Mr.  Tweed's  business  at  that 
time,  they^didn't  form  into  a  permanent  organization  for 
these  things  ;  they  fell  in  at  different  times,  but  they  all 
became  versed  in  the  manner  of  the  dealings. 

Mr.  Cole — I  want  to  know  the  men  who  were  in  sym- 
pathy with  you  and  knew  what  you  did  from  time  to 
time? 

A.  I  can  mention  only  those  I  mentioned  before. 

Q.  Who  were  they  1 

A.  Mr.   Woodward,  Mr.  Hugh  Smith,  Mr.  Connolly, 
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Peter  B.  Sweeney,  James  M.  Sweeney,  Oakey  Hall,  James 
H.  Ingersofl,  A.  J.  Garvey,  John  Garvey,  E.  A.  Wood- 
ward, John  T.  Keyser,  George  S.  Miller,  John  McBride 
Davidson,  Edward  Jones,  J.  B.  and  W.  W.  Cornell,  John 
P.  Barnard,  Ingersoll,  Watson  and  Company,  Supervisors 
James  Hayes,  John  Fox,  Henry  Smith,  John  R.  Briggs, 
Isaac  Oliver,  and  A.  J.  Bleakley  knew  pretty  much  all 
that  was  going  on — East  Chester  Stone  Quarry,  and  J.  B. 
and  W.  W.  Cornell. 

Mr.  Lewis — Mr.  Tweed,  one  of  the  letters  handed  up 
to  the  Committee,  written  from  Albany,  bearing  date 
May  17,  1871,  which  reads  as  follows  : 

Albany,  May  17,  1867. 
Deab  Tweed — Hutchings'   man,  whom  he  wants  ap- 
pointed, is  Martin  B.  Brown,  No.  201  William  street.   He 

was  the  Fire  Commissioner. 

Tours,  truly, 

A.  Van  Vechten. 

Q.  I  am  informed  that  the  Mr.  Hutchings  refen'ed  to 
there  is  Mr.  Waldo  Hutchings,  the  lawyer,  and  not  S. 
C.  Hutchings  of  the  Albany  Evening  Journal  f 

A.  That  may  be  so.  I  did  business  with  Mr.  Van 
Vechten  for  Mr.  Waldo  Hutchings  also,  and  I  have  done 
business  with  Mr.  S.  C.  Hutchings. 

Q,  I  understand,  also,  that  Mr.  Brown  did  not  receive 
the  appointment  asked  for  ? 

A.  That  I  don't  know,  sir.  I  think  not.  I  only  found 
those  lettei-s  when  I  was  hunting  over  some  old  papers 
that  I  have  been  over  twenty  times.  The  other  letter  re- 
ferred to  S.  C.  Hutchings,  I  know.  I  don't  pretend,  as 
I  said  before,  to  remember  everything  that  happened  in 
my  life,  and  so  many  things  happening  in  my  life  ;  and 
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eome  persons  appear  to  think  it  is  a  great  sin  that  I  don't 
remember  many  things  that  happened  to  me.  Let  me  ask 
that  I  can  have  a  copy  of  my  testimony  as  far  as  it  has 
gone,  as  it  is  corrected. 

Mr.  Cole — You  mean  the  corrected  copy  of  it  ?  When 
it  is  printed  ? 

A.  Oh,  certainly  ;  just  as  soon  as  it  is  printed  ? 

Mr.  Lewis — Mr.  Tweed,  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
Committee,  I  will  ask  you,  through  the  counsel,  to  give 
the  names,  as  far  as  you  can,  of  all  persons,  of  either  poli- 
tical faith,  whom  you  have,  at  any  time,  since  your  first 
connection  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  had  corrupt 
•dealings  with,  and  would  suggest  that  you  name  only  such 
persons  as  you  have  evidence  in  relation  to. 

A,  The  question  of  evidence,  you  know,  will  depend  a 
^ood  deal  upon  what  you  call  evidence. 

Mr.  Lewis — The  object  is  to  omit  everybody  you  may 
have  any  doubt  of. 

A.  I  will  omit  everybody  I  have  any  doubt  of. 

Mr.  CoLR — I  asked  you  at  a  former  session  to  give  me 
the  amounts  which  The  New  York  Printing  Company 
and  the  other  associations  from  which  it  sprung  made 
from  the  city.     Are  you  prepared  to  answer  that  now  ? 

A.  I  have,  as  far  as  I  have  been  enabled  to  obtain  informa- 
tion. I  find,  during  the  year  1870,  The  New  York  Printing 
Company  received  $39,165.15;  in  1871,  $221,118.66. 
Total,  $260,283.81.  Manufacturing  Stationers  received 
in  1870,  $77,451.77  ;  in  1871,  $109,049.89.  Total,  $286,- 
495.61.  The  Transcript  Association  received  in  1869, 
$67,163.10;  m  1871,  $85,808.59.  Making  a  total  of 
$152,971.69.  The  TranscHpt  Advertisement  in  1869, 
^71,294.57 ;  in  1870,  $45,000 ;  in  1871,  $85,828.40.    Total, 
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$202,122.97.  And  in  the  three  years  the  grand  total 
amounted  to  $801 ,874.  That  I  obtained  from  anewspaper 
printed  about  four  years  ago,  which  I  believe  to  be  cor- 
rect. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  at  this  time  of  whether 
or  not  there  was  ever  any  consideration  paid  to  any  per- 
son for  any  of  the  ferry  leases  ? 

A.  That  was  done  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking 
Fund,  with  which  I  had  no  connection. 

Mr.  Cowing — Were  you  one  of  the  commissioners  for 
the  building  of  the  Court-house  in  Harlem  1 

A,  I  was. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  the  city  was  de- 
frauded out  of  any  money  at  the  time  when  you  were  & 
commissioner  ? 

A.  Mr.  Genet  had  the  entire  control  of  that,  and  1 
signed  everything  he  brought  me. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  the  facts  ? 

A.  Not  j>ersonally ;  nothing  except  what  appeared  on 
the  trial  of  Mr.  Genet  in  1873. 

Q,  Who  were  the  co-commissioners? 

A,  Genet,  I  think;  and  whether  both  of  the  judges 
were  commissioners  or  not,  I  don't  know ;  but  one  cer- 
tainly was.  Judge  Porter  was,  and  Judge  McQuade ;  I 
don't  know,  I  tliink  Judge  McQuade  was.  If  the  com- 
mission was  four,  McQuade  was  one;  if  the  commission 
was  three,  he  was  not. 

Q.  AVere  either  members  of  the  Tammany  General 
Committee  at  that  time  ? 

A,  I  don't  know,  but  I  think  so. 

Q.  Judge  Porter  was  not  ? 

A,  I  don't  know,  but  I  think  he  was. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  John  Cox  was  a  com- 
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missioner  for  the  oonstruction  of  the  Jefferson  Market 
Court-house? 

A,  I  know  he  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  city  was  defrauded  in 
that? 

A.  I  don't  know.     That  was  done  mostly  since  my  time. 

Q,  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Conner,  the 
late  Sheriff  of  the  City  of  New  York,  was  cognizant  of 
those  frauds  ? 

A.  At  three  different  meetings  I  have  stated  positively 
that  I  thought  he  was  not. 

Alderman  Cowing — Now,  Mr.  Tweed,  I  have  a  list  of 
names  here,  which  I  would  like  to  hand  to  you. 

A.  I  prefer  you  would  call  them  ;  1  don't  want  the  re- 
sponsibility. 

Q.  I  will  hand  the  list  to  you. 

A.  Won't  you  read  them  to  me  yourself,  sir  ?  I  don't 
want  to  introduce  the  names  of  men  here,  on  anonymous 
communications,  nor  do  I  want  to  stand  up  here  and  fight 
every  man  who  chooses  to  address  tlie  committee  in  that 
way.  If  this  is  a  bona  fide  communication,  I  shall  take  it 
up  and — 

Q.  This  is  a  question  which  I  take  the  responsibility  of 
asking  myself. 

A,  I  shall  answer  it  with  pleasure.  I  thought  it  was  an 
anonymous  communication.  Then  it  can't  be  said  that  it 
is  a  party  matter. 

Q.  "At  the  time  you  were  in  power,"  the  question 
reads,  "  were  not  the  following  persons  active  members  of 
the  Tammany  Committee,  when  Sweeney  and  yourself 
were  in  power  ?  "  I  will  hand  you  the  list,  and  you  may 
indicate  such  names  on  the  list  as  were,  and  only  such 
names. 
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A.  I  shall  do  so  with  pleasure,  as  far  as  I  am  able. 

Q,  Run  through  the  list,  and  indicate  those  you  know 
were  associated  with  you  in  the  city  government,  at  the 
time  you  and  Sweeney  were  in  power. 

Mr.  Lewis — Before  you  answer  that  question,  I  would 
like  to  ask  Mr.  Cowing  whether  it  is  intended  that  he  shall 
answer  that  only  as  to  gentlemen  who  were  connected  with 
the  Tammany  Hall  organization,  or  as  to  those  who  were 
connected  with  the  frauds.  There  were  many  geutlemen 
on  the  Tammany  Committee,  and  who  are  there  now,  who 
were  in  no  way  connected  with  these  frauds,  and  I  pre- 
sume it  is  not  the  intention  to  mix  them  up  with  the 
frauds. 

Mr.  Cowing — I  ask  him  if  the  names  which  I  gave  him 
were  associated  with  him  in  conducting  the  city  govern* 
ment  during  his  time.  One  general  question  was  put 
here  as  to  Jones  &  Company.  The  question  was  asked 
as  to  who  had  received  presents.  The  answer  was: 
**  Pretty  much  everybody  conected  with  the  city  govern- 
ment," and  it  seems  to  me  that  if  he  should  name  those 
who  were  in  the  city  government  at  the  time,  he  would 
name  many  who  possibly  had  received  presents  from  Jones 
&  Company. 

WiTNBSs — There  is  a  heading  here  I  would  like  the 
Alderman  to  tear  ofF,  because  in  copying  it  may  all  be 
taken  together. 

Mr.  Cowing — I  don't  desire  you  shall  bring  up  any 
names  which  were  not  associated  with  you  prominently  in 
the  management  of  the  city  affairs. 

Mr.  TowNSBND — ^Mr.  Chairman,  as  this  is  certainly  now 
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a  political  matter,  would  it  not  be  well  to  put  the  whole 
thing  into  one  question,  where  the  names  of  all  can  be 
put  in  in  a  lump,  whether  republican,  democratic,  Tam- 
many or  anti-Tammany  ? 

Mr.  Cowing — That  can  be  handed  up  as  a  portion  of 
that ;  and  if  there  is  any  to  be  added  to  that,  that  can  be 
done  afterwards ;  but  I  would  like  the  witness  to  answer 
now,  as  to  the  question  which  has  been  put  into  his 
hands. 

Mr.  CoLB — Mr.  Chairman,  I  certainly  think  the  question 
in  this  form  is  improper ;  it  is  calculated  to  mislead,  and, 
if  insisted  on,  it  should  include  the  names  of  all  persons 
who  were  associated  with  the  witness,  of  any  party,  in  the 
management  of  the  city  government,  and  should  not  be 
confined  to  an  ambiguous  question  concerning  one  political 
organization. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — ^With  all  due  respect  to  the  honorable 
committee,  I  shall  object,  myself,  to  his  answering  this 
question,  unless  it  is  to  be  followed  by  questions  such  as  I 
suggested  a  moment  ago,  in  reference  to  other  parties,  be- 
cause this  seems  to  me  a  selection  of  a  certain  number  of 
names  of  a  certain  party,  without  asking  whether  there  is 
anv  fraud  connected  with  the  names,  but  for  the  mere 
purpose  of  stigmatizing  those  persons  as  having  been  con- 
nected with  him  in  the  city  government  at  that  time.  Let 
Mr.  Cowing  ask  Mr.  Tweed  to  give  the  names  of  any  of 
them,  at  that  time  associated  with  him  in  the  city  govern- 
ment, who  received  presents. 

Mr.  Cole — There  is  no  objection  to  that. 

Alderman  Lewis — I  think  the  question  ought  to  be 
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divided.  I  raised  this  objection  l)efore.  In  my  judgment 
the  name  of  no  gentleman  should  be  connected  with  this 
matter  except  he  was  connected  in  some  way  with  the 
fi*auds.  If  there  be  any  gentleman  a  member  of  the 
Tammany  Hall  Organization,  who  was  guilty  of  defraud- 
ing the  city,  let  the  witness  state  what  he  knows  in  that 
regard. 

Mr.  Cole — Or  who  is  accused  of  some  offense. 

Alderman  Lewis — Yes ;  or  who  is  charged  with  any 
participation  in  the  frauds.  It  has  been  stated  that  this 
investigation  had  no  political  aspect  whatever,  and  I 
intended  to  ask  when  the  witness  had  answered  the  ques- 
tion propounded  to  him  by  Alderman  Cowing  whether 
there  was  any  officials  belonging  to  any  political  or- 
ganization in  any  way  connected  with  these  frauds,  which 
would  have  brought  out  all  that  should  be  properly  sought 
for,  without  any  reference  to  the  political  proclivities  of 
the  gentlemen  whose  names  might  be  mentioned. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  am  sure  that  mv  associates  can- 
not  be  more  careful  than  1  am  not  to  bring  in  the  name 
of  anyone  who  has  not  been  connected  with  these  trans- 
actions. If  any  names  in  that  list  are  free  from  such  an 
imputation  it  can  certainly  do  them  no  harm  to  have  it  so 
stated ;  but  if  there  are  any  names  on  that  list  which  I 
have  handed  to  him  who  were  connected  with  them,  I 
think  the  public  are  entitled  to  know  it.  So  far  as  poli- 
tics is  concerned,  the  investigation  has  been  mainly  politi- 
cal thus  far. 

Mr.  Cole — Does  Alderman  Cowing  mean  to  say  that 
this  investigation  has  been  political  ? 
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Alderman  Cowing — There  have  been  two  or  three  mat- 
ters in  reference  to  suits  pending  against  the  city,  that 
have  been  gone  into  ;  but  with  that  exception  the  investi- 
gation has  been  purely  of  a  political  character. 

Mr.  CoLK — I  think,  in  justice  to  the  rest  of  the  Commit- 
tee and  to  the  Examining  Counsel,  .the  Alderman  should 
state  wherein  the  examination  has  been  purely  political. 

Alderman  Cowing — When  1  am  placed  on  the  stand  as 
a  witness  I  will  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  Cole — Then  I  think  it  would  be  better  for  you  not 
to  make  remarks  of  that  kind  unless  you  can  substantiate 
them.  During  the  whole  investigation  this  was  the  first 
time  a  political  organization  had  been  dragged  in.  All 
the  questions  I  have  propounded  were  of  a  general  char- 
acter, and  within  the  purview  of  the  resolution  under 
which  they  were  acting. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  understood  that 
there  is  the  slightest  objection  to  answer  any  of  these 
questions,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  a  general  question 
should  be  put  to  witness  so  as  to  include  all  pei-sons  with^ 
out  distinction  of  politics. 

Alderman  Cowing — It  is  very  possible  and  probable 
that  there  is  not  one  of  those  names  who  had  anything  to 
do  with  the  city  government  when  the  witness  was  in 
power. 

Mr.  Cole  (addressing  Alderman  Cowing) — Now,  Alder- 
man, don't  you  know  that  you  picked  out  names  that  you 
knew  were  in  the  dty  government  then — or  had  them 
picked  out  for  you. 
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Alderman  Cowtno — The  counsel  has  no  right  to  impugik 
my  motives  or  criticise  my  action  as  a  member  of  thia 
Committee. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — ^After  all  this  discussion,  perhaps  it 
may  be  as  well  if  the  witness  should  answer  the  question. 
It  was  merely  a  question  of  consideration  for  others 
whether  he  should  do  so  now  or  not. 

Mr.  Tweed— I  am  quite  ready  to  answer  any  question 
propounded  to  me,  if  directed  to  do  so  by  my  counsel. 

Alderman  Cowmo  asked  the  ofScial  stenographer  to 
repeat  the  question. 

The  question,  thereupon,  was  repeated  by  the  official 
stenographer. 

Mr.  TowNSEND  would  suggest  the  following  addendum : 
"  And  the  names  of  all  persons  of  all  political  parties  with 
whom  you  had  any  connection  in  the  city  frauds." 

Alderman  Cowing — I  will  cheerfully  accept  that  amend* 
ment.  If  you  can  think  of  any  one  Eepublican  or  Demo- 
ci^t,  I  ask  that  you  should  name  him. 

Mr.  Tweed,  thereupon,  asked  to  be  furnished  with  a 
list  of  all  parties,  like  the  one  handed  to  him  by  Alderman 
Cowing. 

Alderman  Cowing — ^No ;  I  want  you  to  answer  now. 

Mr.  TowNSEND  objected  to  witness  answering  the 
question. 

Mr.  Tweed — ^I  am  willing  to  answer  it.    The  trouble  is 
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that  no  one  knows  anything  about  the  question  except 
mjself  and  Mr.  Cowing. 

Alderman  Lewis  (to  Mr.  Tweed) — Do  you  understand 
that  the  question  is  to  name  the  gentlemen  who  were- 
active  members  of  the  Tammany  Hall  Geneml  Commit- 
tee while  you  were  running  the  city  government,  or  those 
who  were  connected  with  the  frauds  ? 

Alderman  Cowing — ^Were  they  not  prominent  membera 
in  ruiming  the  city  goveniment  ? 

Mr.  CoLB — ^I  think  the  witness  should  be  given  to  under- 
stand what  is  meant  by  running  the  city  government. 

Mr.  Tweed — ^I  really  don't  know  what  Alderman  Cow« 
ing  wishes  (reading  the  question) :  "  Were  not  the  follow- 
ing persons  active  members  of  the  Tammany  Hall 
Committee  when  Sweeney  and  you  controlled  the  city 
government,  or  during  part  of  that  time,  and  are  they  not 
members  of  the  present  Tammany  Hall  Organization  ?^ 

Alderman  Cowing — The  witness  had  no  right  to  read 
that  question  or  pay  any  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  Cole — That  is  the  question  on  the  paper  handed  to 
witness,  by  Alderman  Cowing  himself. 

Alderman  Lewis — The  Committee  have  no  knowledge 
of  that  paper. 

Alderman  Cowing — That  paper  was  handed  to  witnesa 
merely  to  refresh  his  memory. 

Alderman  Lewis — I  object  to  the  question,  and  for  thia 
reason :  I  object  to  dragging  io  the  names  into  thia  invea- 
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tigation  of  gentlemen  who  were  in  no  way  connected  with 
these  frauds.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  witness  answering 
the  question  as  far  as  relates  to  anybody  in  any  way  con- 
nected with  the  frauds  however  remotely  ;  but  as  to  bring- 
ing in  the  names  of  gentlemen  who  had  no  connection 
with  tliem,  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  very  improper ;  it  might 
as  well  be  asked  if  the  late  A.  T.  Stewart  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Tammany  Hall  Committee  at  that  time. 

Mr.  TwBED — There  is  not  a  name  on  there  in  any  way 
connected  with  the  frauds. 

Alderman  Cowmo — The  witness  has  no  right  to  answer 
the  question  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Cole — I  ask  then  if  this  question  comes  within  the 
flcope  of  our  resolution  under  which  we  are  conducting 
this  investigation.  Unless  he  is  going  on  to  ask  were  any 
of  them  connected  with  any  city  fraud  how  does  he  get  it 
imder  the  resolution?  Alderman  Cowing  has  said  that 
this  investigation  has  been  mainly  political.  I  am  astonished 
to  hear  Alderman  Cowing  say  this.  I  have  been  careful 
to  put  my  questions  so  as  to  include  all  persons  connected 
with  the  city  irrespective  of  political  parties — Democratic 
or  Republican ;  and  during  the  whole  of  the  investigation 
this  is  the  first  time  that  a  political  organization  has  been 
dragged  in,  and  the  question  asked,  "  Did  this  man  belong 
to  Tammany  Hall,  or  not  ?"  All  the  questions  I  have  pro- 
pounded were  of  a  general  nature.  It  seems  to  me  that 
under  the  resolution  appointing  the  Committee  to  find  out 
who  had  committed  the  frauds  on  the  city,  the  question 
proposed  does  not  come  within  its  purview.  If  this  course 
of  inquiry  be  pursued,  the  Democratic  members  of  the 
Committee  may  aak  witness,  '^  Do  you  know  any  one  in  the 
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Castom-house  or  any  other  organization,  who  was  in  the 
local  government  at  that  time?"  and  we  will  never  get  to 
the  end.  Even  if  all  the  names  on  that  list  had  been 
members  of  the  Tammany  Hall  General  Committee  what 
effect  could  that  have  in  this  investigation,  unless  they 
were  connected,  or  were  to  be  connected,  in  some  way  with 
the  frauds  against  the  city. 

Alderman  Slevin  said  that  if  any  of  the  gentlemen  on 
that  list  of  names  were  in  any  way  counected  with  the  city 
frauds  he  could  understand  the  pertinency  of  the  question, 
flo  if  Alderman  Cowing  proposed  to  connect  any  name 
there  with  any  of  the  frauds.  But  if  he  meant  to  ascer- 
tain merely  whether  any  of  them  belonged  to  the  Tam- 
many Hall  organization,  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  has  no 
relevancy  whatever. 

Alderman  Lbwis — I  again  wish  to  say  that  this  question, 
unless  it  is  proposed  to  follow  it  up  by  connecting  the 
names  on  it  with  the  frauds  against  the  city,  is  not  within 
the  province  of  this  Committee. 

(Alderman  Lewis  here  read  the  resolution  of  the  Board 
of  Aldermen  appointing  the  Committee.) 

Under  that  resolution  we  have  no  power  to  examine 
any  matters  of  this  kind,  unless  they  relate  to  the  "  Ring 
Frauds."  Now  if  it  is  intended  to  connect  any  gentle- 
man on  that  list  with  these  frauds,  we  have  a  right  to 
make  the  witness  answer,  otherwise  not. 

Alderman  Cowing — In  answer  to  the  first  gentleman 
(Mr.  Cole),  his  remarks  have  not  convinced  me,  nor  has 
the  testimony  convinced  me  that  this  investigation  has  not 
been  in  its  nature  political  to  a  large  extent    So  far  as 
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the  question  I  have  asked  is  concerned,  I  think  if  he  will 
turn  to  the  testimony  that  has  been  given  he  will  find  that 
he  himself,  substantially,  asked  the  same  question ;  and 
the  witness  said  that  if  the  lists  should  be  furnished  to 
him  he  would  indicate  the  names  as  far  as  he  could.  For 
some  reason  or  other  counsel  now  wished  to  leave  it  oat, 
and  this  is  the  reason  I  now  have  for  asking  it. 

Mr.  Cole — I  have  no  objection  to  the  witness  answering 
it  if  full  lists  of  all  parties  be  given  to  him. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  will  cheerfully  answer  the  question  if 
the  lists  be  furnished  to  me.  but  1  cannot  carry  the  1,200 
or  1,600  names  of  the  General  Committee  in  my  head. 

Alderman  Cowino — I  simply  ask  whether  members  at 
present  of  the  Tammany  Hall  General  Committee  were 
associated  with  you  in  the  city  government — ^if  there 
be  any  other  corrupt  men  in  the  city  government, 
whether  Democrats  or  Republicans ;  and  my  object  is  if 
they  are  corrtipt  to  pull  them  down  from  power  and 
place  them  in  the  same  position,  and  shunned  and  avoided, 
as  you  are.  If  that  be  a  fair  question  I  wish  it  answered, 
but  if  you  refuse  to  do  so  it  will  answer  my  purpose  just 
as  well. 

Mr.  Cole — It  will  answer  the  gentleman's  purpose  just 
as  well  whether  the  question  be  answered  or  not.  What 
then  is  the  gentleman's  purpose  if  it  be  not  political,  when 
he  says  that  his  purpose  will  be  equally  well  served  whether 
the  question  be  answered  or  not.  His  purpose  should  be 
to  bring  out  all  the  testimony  which  goes  to  show  the  com- 
plicity of  any  one  in  the  frauds,  with  a  view  that  the  city's 
interests  may,  if  possible,  be  protected,  and  not  to  find  out 
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^ho  waa  or  who  was  not  connected  with  a  particular  polit- 
ical oigankation.  Now,  I  shall  ask  the  gentleman,  as  a 
matter  of  justice  to  me,  to  point  out  a  single  question  I 
have  asked  witness  that  did  not  look  directly  to  the  ascer* 
tainment  of  the  persons  who  where  connected  with  the 
fraud  against  the  city,  or  who  received  the  city'a  property, 
or  who  got  money  from  the  public  treasury — which  we 
might  be  able  to  get  back.  If  I  have  done  so,  I  shall 
admit  that  I  have  committed  the  gravest  error.  But  from 
the  beginning  of  this  investigation  my  only  motive  was 
to  find  out  who  were  guilty  of  fraud  with  a  view  to  have 
them  punished,  and  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  city. 
If  any  possible  answer  to  the  question  would  aid  the  Com- 
mittee in  tracing  the  frauds  which  they  were  appointed  to 
investigate,  then  it  would  be  a  proper  question;  bat  if 
by  no  possibility  could  any  answer  to  it  tend  to  throw  any 
light  on  the  matter,  then  it  was  not  pertinent,  and  tried  by 
that  rule  it  is  not,  in  my  judgment  a  proper  question ; 
but  if  the  gentleman  says  that  his  purpose  is  as  well 
served  by  the  witness  refusing  to  answer  the  question 
i»  by  his  answering  it,  then  I  say  that  the  animus  by 
which  the  gentleman  is  prompted  is  absolutely  patent — to 
throw  mud  on  the  Tammany  Hall  Organization,  and  that 
alone 

Alderman  Cownro  remarked  that  the  counsel  presented 
himself  as  a  sorry  spectacle  before  the  Committee.  He 
had  undertaken  to  lecture  one  of  the  Committee  as  to  the 
questions  proper  to  be  submitted  to  witness.  The  gentle- 
man should  know  his  position  better.  He  was  there  sim- 
ply as  the  servant  of  the  Committee  and  had  no  right  to 
criticise  or  object  to  any  question.  I  say  the  question  is  a 
pertinent  one,  and  as  far  as  the  insinuation  is  concerned 
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that  I  put  it  for  partisan  effect,  I  deny  it.  If  thoBO  men 
on  that  list,  or  any  of  them,  were  connected  with  the  wit- 
ness in  running  the  city  government  at  the  time  he  was  in 
power,  it  is  but  right  we  should  ascertain  that  fact,  whether 
they  belong  to  the  Republican  or  Democratic  parties.  If 
any  Eepublican  has  been  dishonest,  I  am  perfectly  willing 
that  he  should  be  exposed. 

Mr.  TowNSKND — I  shall  advise  my  client  to  answer  thia 
question.  He  cannot  afford  to  be  placed  in  the  position 
of  declining  to  answer  it  when  political  questions  were 
involved.  While  I  do  not  deem  the  question  in  ita 
present  form,  on  a  partial  list,  a  fair  one,  I  do  not  wish  the 
impression  to  go  abroad  that  my  client  cares  either  for 
Democrats  or  Republicans.  I  shall,  therefore,  direct  him 
to  answer  any  questions  that  may  be  put  to  him. 

Alderman  Lewis — I  do  not  object  to  the  witness  an- 
swering the  question  on  any  political  ground  whatever ;. 
but  there  were  names  of  gentlemen  on  that  list  who  were 
in  no  way  coupected  with  the  frauds  against  the  city.  I 
think  it  a  most  cruel  thing  therefore  tliat  their  names 
should  be  dragged  into  this  investigation.  If  it  can  be 
shown  that  any  of  them  has  been  connected  with  the  Bing^ 
Frauds,  I  have  not  objection  to  the  question  ;  but  I  do  ob- 
ject to  have  names  brought  in  here  of  gentlemen  who 
have  had  no  connection  with  them  whatever. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — I  shall  ask  the  witness  then  to  state- 
whether  any  of  these  gentlemen  on  that  list  of  names,  and 
if  so,  which  one  was  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
frauds. 

Mr.  CoLB — Before  we  go  into  that  matter  I  would  like 
to  know  from  the  Committee  whether  I  was  selected  from 
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the  oflioe  of  the  Counsel  to  the  Corporation  to  act  as  the 
"  servant  of  the  Committee ; "  for  the  mere  purpose  of  put- 
ting to  the  witness  such  questions  as  might  be  furnished 
to  me,  (which  duty  might  be  performed  by  any  of  their 
employees  or  runners  down  stairs  who  could  read  the 
English  language) ;  or,  whether  as  counsel,  1  was  assigned 
to  this  Committee  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  them  among 
other  things  in  coming  to  a  just  and  proper  conclusion  as 
to  what  questions  were  proper  and  legal  under  the  provis- 
ions of  the  resolution  appointing  them.  I  began  my 
duties  by  complying  with  a  request  from  the  Conamittee 
to  give  them  an  opinion  concerning  their  powers.  If  I 
am  here  simply  a  servant  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
questions  put  into  my  hand,  why  did  the  Committee  ask 
me  to  give  them  a  written  opinion  as  to  their  powers.  I 
think  if  it  was  proper  for  me  to  give  them  that  opinion 
it  is  surely  proper  for  me  to  advise  them  as  to  whether 
questions  proposed  are  pertinent  to  the  issues  involved,  and 
to  see  that  the  investigation  is  conducted  in  a  legal  man- 
ner and  according  to  the  rules  of  legal  evidence.  I  have 
the  highest  possible  regard  for  the  Committee,  but  if  I 
am  here  simply  as  a  servant  to  do  the  bidding  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  merely  to  read  their  questions,  I  think  the 
city  would  save  money  by  hiring  a  boy  for  $4  a  week  to 
do  that  service,  and  I  might  return  to  my  proper  duties. 

Alderman  Cowing  disclaimed  using  the  word  "  servant  '^ 
in  an  ofiFensive  manner,  but  counsel  seemed  to  be  laboring 
under  the  impression  that  he  was  one  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Cole  repeated  his  remarks  that  if  it  were  consid- 
ered of  sufficient  importance  by  the  Committee  to  call  for 
his  opinion  with  regard  to  the  scope  of  their  duties  under 
the  resolution  appointing  them,  it  was  certainly  of  equal 
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importance  that  they  should  know  what  was  a  legal  line 
of  investigation  or  otherwise.  If  not  he  did  not  see  what 
they  wanted  with  a  counsel  at  all. 

Alderman  Lewis  here  read  the  resolution  of  the  Board 
of  Aldermen  appointing  the  Special  Committee  and  re- 
quiring the  Corporation  Counsel  to  detail  one  of  their 
number  to  assist  the  Committee  in  their  investigation. 
Under  that  resolution  the  Counsel  of  the  Committee  had 
a  very  large  scope. 

Alderman  Sleyin  thought  it  might  be  as  well  if  the 
witness  as  he  came  to  each  name  would  state  whether  he 
had  been  connected  in  any  way  with  the  frauds. 

Mr.  Lewis — Or  whether  they  had  any  knowledge  of  the 
frauds. 

Alderman  Cowing — 1  will  not  know  my  own  question 
by  and  bye. 

Alderman  Lewis  thought  the  question  should  be  whether 
any  of  the  names  on  this  list  was  coimected  with  the 
frauds  or  not. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  have  no  objection  to  answer  that  quea- 
tion. 

Alderman  Cowing — Please  do  not  mention  the  name  of 
any  one  not  connected  with  running  the  city  government 
at  the  time  you  were  in  power. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  don't  know  that  I  can  answer  that  ques- 
tion in  that  way. 

Alderman  Lewis — Name  those  only  who  were  in  some 
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way  or  other  connected  with  the  King  frauds  or  with  any 
other  frauds  against  the  city  government 

Alderman  Cowing — And  who  were  connected  with 
running  the  city  government  or  had  some  knowledge  of 
the  frauds. 

Alderman  Lbwis — ^That's  what  I  object  to — running 
the  city  government. 

Mr.  TowNSKND  thought  that  the  question  should  be  so 
framed  as  to  cover  all  parties  and  cases.  There  are 
Democrats  who  should  occupy  the  same  position  that  Mr. 
Tweed  does,  and  Republicans  also. 

Alderman  Lkwis — I  object  to  the  question  unless  you 
can  state  that  there  are  names  on  the  list  that  you  can 
oonnect  with  the  King  frauds.  Are  there  any  names  there 
oonnected  with  the  King  frauds  ? 

Alderman  Slevin — Have  you  read  over  the  list  care- 
fully ? 

Mr.  Tweed — I  have  read  it  over  carefully,  and  there  is 
not  a  name  there  connected  with  the  King  Frauds. 

Alderman  Lewis — Then  the  question  must  be  pui-ely  a 
political  one,  and  that  is  what  we  want  to  avoid.  To  give 
a  political  aspect  to  this  investigation,  would  be  to  render 
all  its  work  nugatory ;  and  after  what  has  transpired  it 
must  be  apparent  that  the  question  is  one  of  a  political 
•character,  and  no  answer  to  it  would  tend  to  throw  light 
on  the  subject  the  Committee  desires  to  find  out. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  want  to  find  cut  whether  there 
is  any  name  on  that  list  who  was  cognizant  of  these  illegal 
practices  against  the  city  government. 

18 
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Mr.  TwEKD--I  have  answered  that  question  a  dozen 
times — no  positively.  As  regards  politics  I  know  nothing 
of  them  and  don't  want  to.  I  did  at  one  time,  and  I  am 
suflFering  for  it  now. 

Alderman  Cowing  regarded  the  Committee  as  a  sort  of 
jury,  and  each  member  must  himself  judge  whether  a 
question  he  propounded  was  pertinent  or  not. 

Mr.  Tweed— I  am  willing  and  ready  to  answer  any 
question  that  may  be  put  to  me. 

Mr.  TowNSEND  suggested  that  the  Committee  should 
agree  upon  a  question  that  covered  the  whole  case  and 
propound  it  to  the  witness,  to  be  answered  at  the  next 
meeting. 

Mr.  Cole  then  informed  witness  that  at  the  next  meet- 
ing he  would  ask  him  whether  there  was  any  one  con- 
nected with  the  Tammany,  Anti-Tammany,  or  Republi- 
can organizations  who  were  connected  with  the  King 
frauds,  or  any  others  in  the  city  or  county  governments, 
and  in  the  meantime  he  would  supply  witness  with  full 
lists.  For  the  Eepublican  list  he  would  have  to  rely  upon 
Alderman  Cowinej. 

Mr.  Tweed — Asked  that  the  question  be  given  to  him  in 
writing ;  the  Committee  did  not  seem  to  be  aware  of  the 
labor  they  were  imposing  upon  him  in  requiring  an  an- 
swer to  these  questions ;  they  had  no  idea  of  the  amount 
of  labor  it  required  to  prepare  answers  to  many  of  their 
questions,  to  meet  the  demands  of  newspapers  and  of  per- 
sons implicated,  and  of  correcting  the  reports  o£  his  tes- 
timony ;  he  was  in  receipt  of  piles  of  letters  every  day 
about  things  which  he  was  reported  to  have  said,  but 
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i¥hich  he  had  not  said ;  he  wished,  therefore,  that  the 
Committee  would  allow  him  the  services  of  a  clerk  or 
copyist ;  he  had,  heretofore,  been  obliged  to  employ  such 
assistance  at  his  own  expense. 

Alderman  Lewis — The  Committee  will  endeavor  to 
supply  you  with  any  assistance  you  may  require. 

Mr.  Cols  and  Alderman  Cowma  here  made  graceful 
apologies  to  each  other  for  the  warmth  of  feeling  into  which 
they  had  been  betrayed  during  the  heat  of  argument. 

Alderman  Lkwis  asked  Mr.  Tweed  if  he  had  not  made 
a  mistake  in  regard  to  the  Mr.  JSutchings  who  recom- 
mended Martin  B.  Brown  for  a  position,  and  if  he  was  not 
Mr.  Waldo  Hutchings,  a  lawyer  of  this  city,  and  not  Mr. 
Hutchings  of  the  Albany  Journal. 

Mr.  TwBED  said,  now  that  his  attention  was  called  to 
the  matter,  that  he  believed  it  was  Mr.  Waldo  Hutchings. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned  until  next  Wednesday,^ 
at  11  o'clock  A*  M. 
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TWELFTH    DAY. 


OOTOBEB   11,  1877 — 11  A.  U. 

Present — Alderman  Lewib, 

"  Slevin, 

**  Cowing. 

Alderman  Lewis,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  called 
the  meeting  to  order. 

On  motion,  the  reading  of  the  minutes  of  the  last  meet- 
ing was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  Cole,  connsel  for  the  Committee,  sent  word  he 
could  not  be  present  at  the  opening,  as  he  was  engaged  in 
the  Surrogate's  Court ;  but  that  he  would  come  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Alderman  Thomas  Sheils  addressed  the  Committee,  as 
follows :  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  the  Herald  of  yes- 
terday, and  among  the  checks  stated  to  have  been  paid  out 
by  Mr.  Tweed,  in  the  statement  called  his  '^  Confession,'' 
I  see  my  name  among  those  who  received  money  from 
him.  It  does  not  say  that  that  money  was  given  for  any 
fraudulent  or  illegal  purpose ;  nor  does  it  say  that  that 
money  was  returned.  I  desire,  therefore,  to  be  heard  by 
the  Committee,  under  oath ;  and  I  certainly  think  that 
Mr.  Tweed  will  agree  with  me  in  the  statement  I  am 
about  to  make  in  regard  to  that  matter.    I  desire  to  make 
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the  statement  for  the  benefit  of  the  world  and  for  my  own 
benefit;  for  I  have  lived  twenty  four  years  in  New  York, 
and  I  never  borrowed  a  dollar  or  did  an  act  that  I  am 
ashamed  of.  I  have  in  my  possession  the  checks  which 
were  paid  in  return  for  the  checks  referred  to  in  his  state- 
ment here,  and  I  desire  now  to  be  examined  by  this  Com- 
mittee with  regard  to  them. 

Mr.  Tweed— I  think  that  will  be  unnecessary  after  the 
statement  which  I  have  prepared  with  regard  to  that  pub- 
lication in  the  Herald  is  read. 

Alderman  Shbils  thought  it  due  to  himself  that  the 
Committee  should  hear  his  declaration  under  oath,  not- 
withstanding any  statement  that  might  be  made  by  Mr. 
Tweed.  The  matter  had  got  into  the  papers,  and  he 
thought  it  but  right  that  his  personal  denial  should  appear 
through  the  same  channel,  under  oath. 

Alderman  Cowinq  suggested  that*  it  was  possible  Mr. 
Tweed's  statement,  which  he  was  about  to  make,  would 
render  any  statement  or  denial  from  Alderman  Sheik  un- 
necessary. 

Alderman  Sheils — That  may  be.  Still  I  request  that  I 
be  sworn,  that  my  testimony  may  be  taken  under  oath. 
The  money  had  been  borrowed,  I  admit,  but  it  had  been 
honestly  returned,  with  interest,  and  the  transactions  were 
in  every  respect  strictly  legitimate. 

Alderman  Lewis  was  in  favor  of  hearing  the  statement 
of  Mr.  Tweed  first     It  would  take  but  a  few  minutes. 

Alderman  Shbils  persisted  in  being  sworn  in  order  to 
make  his  own  statement     A  great  many  people  might 
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say  that  Mr.  Tweed  in  the  statement  he  might  make 
would  desire  to  cover  tip  any  fraudulent  transactions  be- 
tween them.  He  therefore  desired  to  be  sworn  and  to 
testify  liimself  witli  regard  to  them  in  order  that  he  might 
show  to  the  })nblic  that  they  were  perfectly  honest  and 
legitimate. 

Alderman  Slevin  assured  Alderman  Shells  that,  after 
the  statement  by  Mr.  Tweed,  an  opportunity  would  be 
given  to  him  to  testify  under  oath  if  he  so  desired. 

The  Committee,  after  a  brief  consultation,  decided  to 
hear  Mr.  Tweed's  statement  first. 

Thereupon, 

Air.  Tweed  read  the  following : 

Qentlrmen — Several  days  since  I  stated  to  you  that  I 
would  place  in  your  hand8  at  the  close  of  this  investiga- 
tion the  statement  which,  through  my  counsel,  I  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Attorney-Gteneral  some  months  since, 
and  which  he  returned  to  me.  I  also  stated  that  upon 
you  I  would  place  the  responsibility  of  the  use  which 
should  be  made  of  it.  I  was  well  aware,  when  I  made 
that  statement,  that  many  persons  were  mentioned  in  that 
statement  in  connection  with  moneys  which  passed 
through  my  hands,  who  were  guiltless  of  any  offences 
whatever,  and  were  in  no  way  interested  with  me  in  any 
frauds.  I  supposed,  of  course,  that  you  would  place  such 
matters  in  the  hands  of  the  corporation  counsel,  and  I 
would  be  examined,  perhaps,  by  him  as  to  which  of  said 
checks  were  given  for  good  and  which  for  bad  purposes. 
That  was  the  course  which,  to  a  limited  extent,  was  adopted 
with  me  by  the  Attorney-General,  who  sent  Mr.  Peckham 


279 


to  examine  me  upon  that  point.  The  agreement  on  which 
the  statement  was  made  and  handed  to  the  Attorney- 
General  is  best  given  in  his  own  language,  as  appears  by 
the  testimony  given  by  him  before  the  Senate  Committee 
at  Albany  on  May  1,  1877,  and  here  produced  from  the 
New  York  Herald  on  May  2,  and  is  as  follows : 

Q.  In  what  manner  do  you  hold  that  paper — whether 
under  restrictions  or  not — under  pledge  of  secrecy? 

A.  I  told  Mr.  Townsend  that  there  should  be  no  copy  of  it 
made  nor  any  publication  made  in  any  way  whatever,  un- 
less I  acceded  to  their  terms.  I  said  that  1  might  consult 
with  whomsoever  I  thought  it  proper  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  whether  any  evidence  furnished  was  of  value.  All 
intentions  upon  my  part  or  yours,  however,  have  been 
frustrated  by  the  publication  in  yesterday's  Herald^  and 
the  parties  who  have  been  responsible  for  furnishing  this 
information  to  the  Herald  must  be  responsible  for  the  in- 
jury they  have  brought  to  many  innocent  persons.  I 
solemnly  affirm  that  I  have  had  in  my  possession  the 
statement  which  was  submitted  by  my  counsel  to  the  At- 
torney-General on  the  17th  of  April  last  and  returned  by 
him  to  mv  counsel  on  the  13th  of  June,  ever  since  that 
time,  and  I  have  also  had  since  the  statement  was  drawn 
all  the  original  metnoranda  from  which  the  statement  it- 
self was  prepared.  Part  of  this  statement  has  been  under 
lock  and  key  in  Ludlow  street  and  the  other  at  my  wife's 
residence  at  Greenwich.  Outside  of  my  counsel's  denial 
of  his  connection  with  the  publication  I  know  positively 
that  he  was  not  interested  in  it.  It  was  the  advice  of  my 
counsel  as  well  as  my  own  judgment  that  I  should  not 
offer  my  statement  until  the  close  of  this  investigation,  so 
that  I  might  prevent  persons  (who,  not  knowing  what  I 
had  in  proof),  from  denying  my  assertions,  and  I  regret 
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that  the  publication  was  made  at  this  time.  Of  course  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  remedy  all  tlio  injury  which  has 
been  occasioned  by  this  act,  which  can  only  be  attributed 
to  the  Attorney-General,  or  some  person  to  whom  he  in- 
trusted my  statement.  I  regret  that  innocent  persons 
have  been  obliged  to  suffer  in  this  way.  Permit  me  at 
this  moment  to  rectify  so  far  as  I  can  the  injury  which 
has  been  done ;  but,  before  doing  so,  let  me  say  that  I  do 
not  pretend,  but  on  the  contrary  deny  that  the  names  of 
all,  or  even  a  majority  of  the  persons  mentioned  on  that 
list,  were  engaged  in  any  fraudulent  practices  whatever. 

"  A  thorough  examination,"  Mr.  Tweed  went  on  to 
say,  "  was  made  by  Mr.  Peckham,  and  he  knows  what 
checks  were  given  for  corrupt  purposes  and  which  were 
not.  I  had  no  idea  of  handing  this  statement  to  the 
committee  without  explanation  of  these  matters,  but' it 
appears  there  was  a  leakage  somewhere.  I  am  now  ready^ 
if  Mr.  Cole  or  any  other  gentleman  will  ask  me  the  Ques- 
tions, to  answer  about  these  checks  severally." 

Alderman  Shkils  was  then  sworn,  in  accordance  with 
his  request,  and  made  the  following  statement : 

Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  Committee,  I  see 
by  the  papers,  as  1  stated  before,  that  I  received  from  Mr. 
Tweed  $3,000,  indorsed  by  me,  March  6, 1867.  That  I 
acknowledge.  1  did  receive  it  on  March  5, 1807,  but  I 
returned  it  on  April  5, 1867 — within  one  month,!  believe. 
Mr.  Tweed  will  bear  me  out  in  that.  Here  is  his  signa- 
ture, acknowledging  its  return.  I  also  received  from  him, 
on  October  2o,  l.^t>i^,  $2,200.  1  also  admit  that  I  received 
that  money  from  him,  for  which  I  was  very  thankful,  as 
it  obliged  me  very  much.  I  also  returned  that  money 
back  on  November  23,  with  interest  amounting  to  $14.35. 
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I  paid  that  money  to  the  Broadway  Bank — principal  and 
interest.  I  merely  make  this  statement  in  vindication  of 
myself,  and  I  know  Mr.  Tweed  will  agree  with  me. 

[Alderman  Sheils  here  presented  tlie  checks  he  had 
given  in  repayment  of  the  notes,  which  were  indorsed  by 
Mr.  Tweed  and  said,  that  he  had  never  received  a  dollar 
in  his  life  for  any  improper  purposes.] 

Mr.  Tweed — The  first  check  1  have  seen,  and  it  has  my 
indorsement  There  is  no  indorsement  on  this  (the 
second  check).  I  don't  recollect  it.  1  am  very  glad  that 
Alderman  Sheils  has  come  forward  now,  because  when  I 
handed  this  statement  to  the  Attorney-General,  I  ex- 
pressly said  that  the  majority  of  those  to  whom  those 
checks  were  paid  were  innocent  parties ;  but  as  I  did  not 
want  to  keep  anything  back,  I  divulged  everything.  I 
gSLve  him  my  papers  and  memoranda  in  proof  of  it.  By 
his  direction,  Wheeler  H.  Peckham  called  on  me  one  day, 
and  spent  a  couple  of  hours  examining  my  papers.. 
Probably  his  recollection  will  be  refreshed  as  to  those  I 
pointed  out  which  were  not  of  an  improper  character.  I 
have  no  claim  against  Alderman  Sheils.  I  believe  he 
always  paid  me  everything  he  borr<Jwed  of  me;  as  did 
also  a' number  of  the  gentlemen  nientioned  in  the  state- 
ment that  was  published.  1  shall  look  over  a  bunch  of 
denials  published  in  a  morning  paper.  The  first  one  I 
will  take  is  Charles  E.  Loew.  I  borrowed  money  fron> 
him,  and  paid  him  back.  I  have  a  good  recollection  of 
that.  The  next  is  Felix  Murphy.  I  have  no  doubt  he  ia 
right.  Mr.  Galvin  has  a  word  to  say,  and  he  is  corrects 
Mr.  Richardson,  I  presume^  is  right  about  this  check-busi- 
ness; but  I  had  other  dealings  with  him.  Cox  is  right,  I 
guess.     Harry  Howard  I  know  to  be  right.     He  was  al- 
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ways  borrowing,  and  always  in  arrears,  l)ut  he  always  paid 
it  again.  And  I  will  say  of  him,  that  if  ever  there  was  a 
man  who  wanted  to  pay  every  dollar  he  owed,  he  was  the 
man.  As  to  Major  Banks,  now  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Al- 
bany, I  think  it  probable  he  did  indorse  that  check,  but  I 
have  no  recollection  of  it.  I  think  it  probable  that  he 
paid  the  money.  W.  D.  Murphy  says  that  all  the  money 
he  received  was  in  1869  and  1870,  in  two  drafts.  That  is 
so,  I  think. 

Those  are  all  the  denials  I  see  here.  I  find  a  number 
of  errora  in  the  published  statement,  but  they  are  not 
material,  and  are  owing  to  the  haste  with  which  it  was 
prepared. 

Mr.  Tweed  (resuming) — That  paper  (the  statement)  was 
written  by  my  counsel ;  and  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  had 
it  in  my  hand.  I  heard  it  read.  There  are  some  errors 
in  it.  There  is  one  about  Mayor  Banks.  I  have  no  re- 
collection of  having  any  dealings  with  him.  As  Mr. 
Cole,  the  counsel  for  the  Committee,  is  not  present*  I 
presume  I  may  as  well  proceed,  and  go  over  those  checks 
specified  in  the  statement  that  was  published  in  the 
Herald  affixed  to  the  names  of  persons  who  had  received 
money  from  me — showing  what  they  were  were  for,  and 
thereby  undoing,  as  far  as  I  can,  the  wrong  done  to  inno 
cent  people  by  such  a  publication. 

Thomas  Coman — That  was  borrowed  money — a  check, 
1  think,  for  election  expenses.  Other  checks  of  his  follow, 
and  the  only  money  I  ever  paid  him  for  any  improper 
purposes  was  the  money  paid  to  bribe  the  Board  of  Alder- 
men, as  I  liave  already  testified  to  in  connection  with  the 
Brooklyn  Bridge  transaction— except  that  of  January  10, 
1871,  for  $1,000,  which  was  borrowed  money. 

James  Hayes — Some  of  this  was  for  political  expenses, 
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and  also  for  his  dividend  in  connection  with  the  Board  of 
Supervisors — some  borrowed  money — very  little,  I  think. 

M.  M.  Pomeroy — Was  all  money  lent. 

M.  Gross — Subscriptions  for  clmrities. 

Charles  E.  Loew — Was  borrowed  money  which  was  re- 
turned. 

Andrew  T.  Garvey — These  checks  to  Garvey  it  is  not 
necessary  to  say  anything  about,  I  suppo^e. 

Henry  Smith — That  was  borrowed  money  and  dividends 
from  the  Supervisors'  Boai'd.  This  is  the  Police  Commis- 
sioner, not  H.  Smith  of  Albany,  whom  I  never  knew. 
Some  of  his  good  friends  and  some  of  his  bad  friends  in 
Albany  are  anxious  to  know  about  it. 

Wm,  Walsh — He  was  on  my  pay-roll  and  was  paid  out 
of  my  own  pocket  for  two  or  three  years,  $3,500  a  year. 

John  Cox — has  been  explained. 

E.  A.  Woodward — Is  probably  borrowed  money,  part 
of  it,  and  the  rest  out  of  the  Supervisors'  dividend,  as  I 
have  already  said. 

C.  B.  WoodrufiE — That  was  given  in  1868,  when  he 
was  sick  and  his  friends  were  helping  him. 

Douglas  Taylor — That  was  for  printing  bills ;  I  think 
about  election  times. 

Walter  Roche — That  was  for  election  expenses.  The 
rest  he  got  as  Supervisor. 

George  H.  Purser — I  don't  know  what  it  was  for. 

Anthony  Miller — Money  borrowed. 

Sheridan  Shook — Borrowed  money. 

Bichard  Shay — Borrowed  money.  He  worked  hard 
for  me  and  I  lent  him  that  money. 

J.  McBride  Davidson — I  guess  every  one  of  these  was 
borrowed  money. 

C.  Campbell — I  don't  know  who  he  is. 
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A.  Wilmer — Borrowed  money  not  retunied 

Eugene  Durnin — That  was  money  given  to  him  to  pay 
Bome  bill  for  me. 

J.  F.  Valentine — Election  expenses. 

M.  C.  Murfjhy — Borrowed  money  and  returned  to  me. 

John  C.  Jacobs — The  same. 

James  F.  Pierce — Borrowed  money  and  legal  mat- 
ters. 

A.  Ward — Borrowed  money. 

Sewell  &  Pierce — That  was  for  a  lawsuit. 

W.  Richardson — Partly  borrowed  money  and  partly 
other  matters. 

A.  D.  Purtell — Election  expenses.  He  had  charge  of 
the  Third  Ward  at  that  time.  He  was  treasurer  of  an 
institution  in  which  I  was  interested. 

R.  B.  Bradford — Borrowed  money. 

John  Decker —The  same. 

Hugh  Hastings — ^I  have  explained  already. 

John  Fox — Was  for  Supervisors'  dividends  and  bor- 
rowed money. 

Nolan — Borrowed  money,  I  think,  to  build  a  stable. 

Coyte — Borrowed  money  for  political  expenses. 

Small — The  same. 

Thomas  Sheils — He  has  explained  himself. 

Genet — I  think  was  mostly  borrowed  money  and  polit- 
ical expenses ;  and  I  bought  some  of  the  stock  of  the  Staf- 
ford Pavement  Oo.  from  him. 

Ingersoll  &  Oo. — We  had  various  dealings,  backward 
and  forward  ;  the  details  of  which  I  cannot  recall. 

J.  A.  Farley — Borrowed  money  and  election  expenses; 
also  a  subscription  to  a  church  matter. 

C.  Corson — Borrowed  money. 

S.  North — To  defray  expenses  incurred,  I  think,  by  his 
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arrest    He  was  in   Baltimore  collecting  soldiers'  notes, 
and  was  arrested. 

O.  O.  Callaghan — I  don't  know. 

J.  O.  Salomon — Election  expenses. 

E.  Mannier — Borrowed  money. 

John  Ncsbitt — Election  expenses. 

K  Cuddy— The  same. 

Isaiah  Rynders — Borrowed  money ;  paid  bacL 

John  Scott — Borrowed   money ;  paid  back,  or  directed 
to  be  handed  over  to  me. 

John  Ilogan  I  don't  recollect  about. 

J.  J.  Blair — Borrowed  money  ;  paid  back. 

J.  H.  Keyser — That  is  understood  what  that  was. 

John  Galvin — I  have  explained. 

McQuade — That  I  think  was  election  expenses. 

Bryan  Reilly — I  know  was  borrowed  money  ;  think  it 
was  repaid. 

J.  A.  Farrell — That  was  a  subscription  to  a  church 
matter. 

W.  D.  Murphy — Money  borrowed ;  think  it  was  repaid. 

John  Murray — I  don't  recollect  about. 

Thomas  Murphy — That  must  have  been  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  property  in  Madison  avenue,  between  Sixty- 
seventh  and  Sixty-eighth  streets. 

P.  H.  Keenan — Borrowed  money. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing.)  What  Keenan  do  you  refer 
lot 

A.  Patrick  H.  Keenan,  formerly  Coroner,  now  de- 
ceased. 

Mr.  Tweed  (resuming  his  comments  on  the  list) — 
Felix  Murphy — I  don't  know  about. 


286 


Geo.  P.  Jones — I  think  that  must  have  been  money 
advanced  on  my  check. 

C.  H.  Swan — Subscription.  lie  was  Greene's  right- 
hand  man. 

0.  F.  Norton — Senator.     Borrowed  money  and  repaid. 

Kichmond — I  don't  recollect  him. 

W.  M.  Graham — Borrowed  money. 

Isaac  Blood — That  was  a  business  matter,  which  I  have 
forgotten. 

Alex.  Frear — I  don't  recollect  what  that  was  for. 

John  A.  Flagg — That  was  given  while  he  was  Assem- 
blyman. 

M.  L.  Graham — The  same. 

E.  L.  Patrick — I  don't  recollect  about  him. 

Clark — P^or  a  subscription,  I  think. 

C.  B.  Parson — That  was  for  services  performed  in 
Albany. 

Now  comes  the  Aliany  Argus  check.  That  may 
be  as  they  have  said.  When  I  made  that  statement 
last  week  in  mv  testimony,  I  merely  did  it  to  show 
that  I  had  mentioned  the  Albany  Argris  in  my  state- 
ment to  the  Attorney-General.  I  did  not  charge 
any  improper  action  in  the  matter.  I  nad  said  be- 
fore that  I  never  paid  the  Argus  any  money  that  I 
knew  of.  Now  that  has  been  commented  upon  and  I  have 
been  derided  and  abused  in  connection  with  it — and  that'& 
the  way  I  am  blamed  all  the  time. 

William  Caldwell — That  I  have  explained. 

A.  B.  Banks — The  same. 

W.  Hitchman — That,  1  think,  was  a  subscription  for 
election  purposes. 

Wm.  Dodge — I  don't  know  abont. 

J.  W.  Crump — I  don't  know  about. 
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S.  C.  J.  Plum — Same. 

John  Wildey — That  was  in  relation  to  a  base  ball  club. 

I.  Monaghan — I  don't  know  about. 

P.  Waterson— The  same. 

George  Beach — That  is  an  Albany  matter. 

O.  W.  Brennan — I  don't  know  about. 

T.  J.  Bradley,  Treasurer — 1  don't  know  who  he  is. 

J.  K  Coulter — Borrowed  money  and  repaid. 

Thomas  Conner — I  don't  know  who  he  ie.  I  think  he 
was  an  alderman  in  1868. 

G.  H.  Purser — Already  explained. 

Wilkins — Again.     He  had  charge  of  the  Second  Ward. 

Thomas  C.  Fields — I  don't  recollect  about. 

M.  ConoUy — The  same. 

J.  McB.  Davidson — Again. 

J.  McMichael — I  don't  know  about 

James  Eiley — The  same. 

Charles  McCleary — The  same. 

M.  Haley — The  same. 

Terence  DuflFy — Election  matters. 

Wm.  Furlong — The  same. 

Haley,  Muller,  Dowling,  Duffy,  Miller,  Brennan  and 
Jones  were  all  election  expenses. 

Turning  to  the  heading  "  Additional  notes  and  checks 
in  hands  of  C.  O'Brien  Bryant^'*  he  went  on  : 

Hastings — I  have  explained. 

Hugh  Smith —  Borrowed  money  and  other  matters. 

Sweeney — Was  the  same. 

Van  Vechten — The  same — some  borrowed  money  and 
some  for  Albany  matters. 

Alex.  Ward — Was  money  advanced  in  1870  for  the  pay- 
roll of  laborers,  as  I  have  already  said. 

Terence  Farley — ^I  don't  know  what  that  was  for. 
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Walter  Roche — Some  borrowed  money — ^very  little. 
The  balance,  Supervisors'  matters. 

Charles  E.  Loew  and  Garvey — Already  explained. 

E.  Jones  &  Co. — I  don't  know  what  that  was  for. 

New  York  Printing  Company — I  don't  know  what  it  is 
for. 

Democratic  newspaper — I  do  not  know  what  it  was  for ; 
but  it  was  never  paid  back. 

Here  are  a  lot  of  checks  payable  to  my  own  order,  and 
indorsed  by  myself : 

**  Checks  payable  to  his  own  order,"  again.  This  shows 
conclusively  that  I  did  not  intend  to  throw  mud  upon  any 
one  in  this  matter,  because  I  include  the  checks  payable  to 
mv  own  order. 

L0A.MS  AND  Donations. 

Col.  James  Fisk,  $1,000 — I  don't  know  what  that  was 
for ;  I  think  a  subscription  for  the  Ninth  Regiment 

B.  Kelly,  $5,800 — "  Borrowed  money,  and  I'eturned." 
Mr.  Kelly  paid  back  all  the  money  he  ever  borrowed 
from  me,  and  he  does  not  owe  me  a  dollar. 

Joseph  R.  Warren — Don't  know  what  it  is. 

John  Carter — That  was  on  the  property  in  Eighty-sixth 
street. 

*^  Checks,  Subscriptions,  and  Investments."  I  suppose 
these  are  all  right. 

The  rest  of  these  checks  or  donations  I  don't  recollect, 
as  a  general  thing,  what  they  were  for.  I  guess  they  are 
all  right. 

"  Lawyers'  Fees  *'  (in  the  statement  were  taken  from 
checks  in  my  possession.  They  were  ofily  retainers  paid 
to  the  lawyers.     The  gross  amounts  I  suppose  are  right. 

Now  I  shall  take  up  this  "  Confession  "  in  the  order  it 
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begins.  I  don't  kn#w  that  there  is  anything  that  I  can 
explain  here.  Since  I  made  the  statement  I  have  satisfied 
myself  that  all  I  said  was  true,  and  much  more  could  be 
said.  As  to  Mr.  O'Brien's  claim  I  want  to  say  in  connec- 
tion with  that,  speaking  of  b\^rning  my  books  and  papers 
in  Duane  street,  it  makes  me  say  that  I  was  assisted  by 
my  son.  I  said  assisted  by  my  clerks  in  the  office.  I 
cannot  tell  who  did  it,  as  all  was  hurry  and  confusion  at 
the  time.  W.  O.  King,  I  think  he  was  under  indictment, 
bat  he  was  not  Printing  Company  is  all  right,  and  real 
eatate  matter  is  all  right. 

Now  it  appears  that  I  had  a  supplemental  statement 
added  to  the  original  statement,  in  which  the  names  of 
certain  parties  appeared.  I  see  the  Times  refers  to  it  in 
an  editorial  article  this  morning,  in  the  following  terms 
{reads  extract  from  the  article) : 

"  The  supplementary  statement,  which  was  drawn  out 
in  reply  to  an  objection  that  the  original  confession  was 
deficient  in  fullness  and  frankness  of  detail,  is  a  some- 
what curious  document  It  treats  of  Tweed's  connection 
with  the  Erie  and  Central  Railroads,  with  Thurlow 
Weed,  John  T.  Hoffman,  and  the  election  to  the  Court  of 
Appeals  of  Judges  Folger  and  Andrews.  The  question 
naturally  arises,  did  Tweed  desire  to  avoid  all  reference 
to  these  persons  and  corporations,  and  if  so,  were  the 
points  of  the  supplementary  statement  suggested  to  him 
in  the  hope  that  he  might  say  something  which  would 
prove  as  acceptable  to  certain  Democrats  at  Albany  as 
the  previous  *  revelations'  had  proved  to  Kelly  and  his 
associates  in  New  York?  His  attempt  to  whitewash 
Hoffman  is  decidedly  ludicrous,  while  his  account  of  the 
little  game  by  which  Folger  and  Andrews  were  counted 
in  is  instructive  though  not  new." 

19 
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Mr.  Tweed  continnes — As  to  the  fair  play  of  such 
articles  as  that  I  shall  not  make  any  comment.  That 
will  be  patent  to  any  one  who  reads  the  explanation  of 
the  supplementary  statement.  When  my  counsel  took 
the  papers  to  Albany  he  returned  and  told  me  that  Mr. 
JBigelow  or  Mr,  Fairchild  desired  further  information 
on  certain  points,  and  he  gave  me  these  points  in  writing. 
I  told  him  I  was  glad  they  had  put  their  questions 
directly  as  I  was  willing  to  give  them  all  the  information 
in  my  power,  and  only  desired  to  have  my  memory  called 
to  anything  I  might  have  forgotten  or  omitted.  The  day 
he  returned  I  sat  down  with  him,  and  this  supplementary 
statement  was  prepared  and  sent  to  the  Attorney-General. 
I  cannot  say  anything  against  Mr.  Hoffman  or  Mr.  Weed, 
though  I  suppose  it  would  have  gratified  these  gentlemen 
in  Albany  if  I  could ;  I  couldn't  and  didn't.  They  went 
out  of  their  way  to  bring  in  other  names.  Everything 
in  the  supplementary  statement  was  suggested  by  Bigelow 
or  Fairchild. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — I  notice  in  the  supple- 
mentary statement  that  by  the  advice  of  counsel  you 
burned  your  papers — do  you  remember  the  names  of  the 
counsel  who  gave  you  that  advice. 

A.  I  cannot  tell.  It  says  Judge  Fullerton.  I  don't 
think  he  advised  me.  He  advised  me  with  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  a  trustee;  and  as  soon  as  I  got  that  in- 
formation I  advised  with  others. 

Mr.  TowNSEND  said  that  witness  had  put  nothing  into 
those  statements  except  by  the  advice  of  counsel. 

Q,  You  say  you  burned  these  papers  under  the  advice 
of  counsel— who  were  they  7 
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A.  1  cannot  recollect  who  they  were  except  my  son 
who  did  assist  me.  He  was  one  of  my  counsel.  I  can 
readily  understand  how  my  present  counsel  could  have 
mixed  up  names.  These  statements  were  made  in  a 
hurry,  amidst  constant  interruption.  He  certainly 
mixed  Mr.  Banks  up,  and  probably  others.  All  this  was 
done  in  secrecy.  Mr.  Edelsten  says  he  was  not 
present  and  was  not  the  one  who  advised  me.  I 
think  that  is  so.  These  papers  were  made  out  to 
show  how  the  money  was  expended  and  upon  whom. 
Their  publication,  without  explanation,  is  very  injurious 
to  some  people,  and  also  to  me.  I  regret  it  very  much  ; 
but  of  course  I  am  not  responsible.  Just  before  the 
Sweeney  trial  I  was  informed  that  his  counsel  had  copies 
of  that  statement  in  his  possession,  but  I  don't  know  it 
personally,  though  I  think  it  was  the  case,  and  I  think  it 
had  an  influence  in  the  settlement  of  the  case.  Now, 
there  is  one  matter  to  which  I  will  advert  because  it  is 
one  that  is  very  much  commented  on — in  relation  to  the 
James  I.  Weed  matter.  In  an  editorial  article  published 
in  the  Times oi  October  10th,  is  the  following : 

'*  The  simple  story  told  in  another  column  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  James  I.  Weed,  of  Cayuga,  as  a  clerk  in 
the  Street  Department  in  1869,  aflFords  an  instructive  com- 
mentary on  the  loose  way  in  which  Tweed  throws  around 
charges  likely  to  be  acceptable  to  the  political  patrons  who 
are  supposed  to  hold  his  fate  in  their  hands.  Young 
Weed  was  said  to  have  been  appointed  at  the  solicitation 
of  Senator  Woodin.  He  was  really  appointed  before  Mr. 
Woodin  was  a  Senator  at  all.  His  father,  who  was  a 
former  Republican  member  of  Assembly,  but  has  of  late 
years  acted  with  the  Democrats,  asked  and  obtained,  in 
1870,  a  recommendation  of  his  son  from  Senator  Woodin^ 
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to  assist  him  in  retaining  his  place  on  tlie  reorganization 
of  the  department.  On  that  slender  basis  of  fact  Tweed's 
serviceable  memory  constructed  sundry  charges  and  in- 
sinuations, which  are  pronounced  to  be  false  in  every 
particular." 

Tweed  also  referred  to  an  interview  with  Mr.  Weed, 
published  in  The  Times^  stating  that  he  (Mr.  Weed)  "  was 
appointed  clerk  in  the  Board  of  Water  Register  under 
the  Croton  Board  on  the  1st  of  June,  1869  (and  not,  as 
Tweed  stated,  in  August,  1870),  and  this  was  some  months 
before  Senator  Woodin's  first  nomination  as  Senator ; 
that  he  received  that  appointment  entirely  independent 
of  Senator  Woodin,  to  whom  he  was  a  stranger  and 
whom  he  had,  at  that  time,  never  met  personally  ;  he  con- 
tinued to  hold  his  position  until  the  first  day  of  March, 
1873." 

Mr.  Tweed  said  :  In  this  Mr.  Weed  is  represented  as 
saying  that  he  was  appointed  by  the  Oroton  Board  in  1868, 
and  held  office  until  1873 ;  I  refer  to  the  chapter  of  1870, 
chap.  137,  section  77,  on  page  385  of  the  Session  laws  of 
1870,  which  reads :  "  The  bureau  of  offices  and  positions 
now  under  the  Street  Department  or  Croton  Aqueduct 
Department,  respectively,  are  hereby  transferred  to  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  together  with  all  their 
books,  papers,  documents,  properties  and  public  effects, 
and  with  the  like  authority  and  compensation,  and  the 
term  of  office  of  the  several  persons  now  holding  office  or 
position  or  employment  under  said  Street  and  Croton 
Aqueduct  Departments,  shall  terminate  within  five  days 
from  the  passage  of  this  act,"  and  of  course,  as  Mr.  Weed 
says,  my  statements  are  matters  of  record,  and  can  be 
verified  on  examination.  I  ask  him  how  he  could  hold 
office  unless  appointed  by  me  after  the  five  days  prescribed 
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by  the  charter  had  expired.  As  to  the  time  of  his  removal, 
it  was  furnished  me  by  an  attache  of  the  Department 
of  Public  Work  from  their  records. 

Mr.  Tweed — One  of  the  messen^rs  of  the  Board  of 
Aldermen  handed  me  yesterday  afternoon  a  copy  of  a 
qaestion  that  was  propounded  to  me  at  the  last  session  of 
die  Committee,  as  follows : 

"  All  persons  of  either  political  faith  with  whom  you 
have  at  any  time  since  you  were  connected  with  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  had  corrupt  dealings  ?  I  suggest  to  you 
to  name  only  such  persons  as  you  have  evidence  in  rela- 
tion to." 

It  is  perfectly  impossible  for  me  to  take  that  question 
up  and  answer  it  now,  as  there  were  some  fourteen  or  fif- 
teen iiundred  names  to  go  through  on  the  lists.  Besides 
it  was  understood  that  I  was  to  go  through  the  b'sts  of  each 
of  the  organizations  and  present  the  names  together.  The 
only  list  given  to  me  was  a  list  of  the  members  of  the 
Tammany  Hall  General  Committee.  The  others  were  not 
sent  to  me. 

Q.  Have  you  sifted  the  Tammany  Hall  list  of  the  Gen- 
eral Committee? 
A,  I  have  not. 

Mr.  TowNSEND— It  was  imderstood  that  the  question 
should  include  the  members  of  all  organizations. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  have  no  objection  to  including 
everybody  of  either  political  faith  who  has  been  associa- 
ted with  these  frauds. 

Alderman  Lewis — I  have  no  desire  that  any  one  should 
be  named  unless  he  can  be  connected  in  some  way  with 
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the  frauds.     You  are  just  in  the  same  position  now  as  you 
were  at  the  last  meeting. 

Q.  Would  you  recollect  the  names,  if  they  were  brought 
under  your  notice  1 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  would. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing).  What  year  was  the  money 
paid  for  the  appropriation  for  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  1868 — after  I  was  a  member  of 
the  Senate.  And  speaking  of  bridge  matters,  I  see  that 
Kingsley  has  been  interviewed,  and  says  that  he  never 
paid  me  any  money ;  and  he  never  did.  What  I  stated 
was  that  when  Murphy  gave  me  that  money  ;  there  were 
checks  with  Kingsley's  name,  or  with  tlie  name  of  Kings- 
ley  and  Keeney  on  them.  I  never  said  that  he  paid  me 
any  money  to  influence  legislation,  but  that's  the  way  they 
garble  what  I  do  say.  Men  are  interviewed  and  they 
attack  what  I  have  said,  and  I  am  under  a  cloud  of 
denials  all  the  time — for  things  I  never  said. 

Q.  You  stated,  I  believe,  that  you  undei-stood  that 
$65,000  was  paid  to  the  Board  of  Aldermen  to  confirm 
P.  B.  Sweenev  in  the  office  of  Chamberlain. 

A.  I  so  understood  at  the  time. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  who  handled  the  money  used  to 
procure  that  confirmation  ? 

A.  I  was  not  certain  at  the  time  I  made  the  statement 
that  the  money  was  held  by  Mr.  John  Morrissey,  but  now 
I  think  it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  vote  by  which  he  was  con- 
firmed ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  now,  but  I  did  know  at  the  time. 

Q.  If  the  list  of  members  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  of 
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that  year  were  handed  to  you  could  yon  tell  who  received 
the  money  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  could. 

Q.  The  only  inference  you  could  make  would  be  the 
vote  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  in  the  aflSrmative  ? 

A.  That  would  not  follow  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  say  that  you  did  not  receive  three 
times  as  much  as  $65,000  from  the  bridge  company  to 
obtain  the  appropriation  for  the  bridge  ? 

A.  Yes ;  I  am  able  to  say,  positively,  that  it  was  $55,000 
or  $65,000,  but  it  did  not  exceed  $65,000.  I  am  par- 
ticular about  this  because  some  of  those  gentlemen  who 
received  that  money  are  now  going  round  the  streets  and 
saying  that  I  received  three  times  as  much.  Murphy 
was  a  friend  of  mine,  and  that  was  all  I  got,  but  even  if 
I  had  received  three  times  the  amount,  it  would  have 
been  all  right.  They  got  all  they  asked,  and  it  was 
none  of  their  business  how  much  I  got. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — You  don't  think  now  that 
it  is  a  proper  thing  to  bribe  a  Board  of  Aldermen  ;  you 
don't  still  adhere  to  those  views  ? 

A.  Of  course  not ;  I  am  simply  speaking  of  my  deal- 
ings with  those  people  ;  I  handed  them  all  that  they  asked, 
and  that  was  all  that  was  given  to  me. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  the  fact  that  a  great  many  safes 
were  purchased  during  the  time  you  were  in  power  ? 

A,  I  do. 

Q.  Who  were  tliey  purchased  from  ? 

A.  From  J.  McB.  Davidson. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  whether  they  went  for 
illegitimate  purposes  ? 

A.  No;  I  understood  they  were  for  presents,  and  1  be- 
lieve Mr.  Davidson  has  sued  almost  everybody  for  them— 
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showing  that  he  did  not  think  the  city  should  pay  for 
them. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  thought  the  matter  over,  so  as  to  be 
able  to  state  the  amount  of  loss  that  the  city  suffered  from 
the  fraud  during  the  time  you  were  in  power  ? 

A.  I  never  figured  it  up, 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  an  approximate  idea  ? 

A.  1  cannot. 

Q.  Would  it  be  nearer  $60,000,000  than  six  millions! 

A.  I  do  not  know ;  you  ought  to  know  better  than  me ; 
you  have  better  facilities  for  finding  out  by  access  to 
papers,  etc. 

Q.  What  would  be  your  best  judgment  ? 

A.  I  should  say  not. 

Q.  Could  you  not  approximate  the  amount  1 

A,  I  could  not  make  an  approximation  because  I  have 
not  the  figures. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  besides  the  large  Ring,  which  in- 
cluded the  four  you  have  spoken  of,  there  were  others — 
wheels  within  wheels — moving  in  the  city  while  you  were 
in  power? 

A.  I  have  so  stated — that  there  were. 

Q.  And  they  carried  on  business  on  their  individul  ac- 
count ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  men  who  composed 
those  small  rings  ? 

A.  Watson,  Woodward,  Ingersoll  and  others ;  I  don't 
remember  who  were  in  tliem  ;  that's  all  I  recollect  now  ; 
if  you  will  mention  any  names,  and  I  can  recollect  them, 
I  will  answer  to  the  best  of  my  ability  ;  I  don't  profess  to 
carry  in  my  head  everything  £  ever  did  and  everything  I 
ever  knew. 
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Q.  You  don't  remember  any  one  else  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Don't  yon  think  it  is  possible,  before  we  close  your 
testimony,  that  you  could  let  us  know  who  those  men  were^ 
in  each  district,  who  defrauded  the  people  of  the  city  of 
their  franchises  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  propose  to  do  so ;  1  shall  give  you  every 
information  in  my  power. 

Q.  I  understood  you  said  you  would  refresh  your  re^ 
collection,  so  as  to  give  us  that  information  ? 

A.  I  shall  do  so. 

Mr.  TowNSEND  (to  Alderman  Cowmo) — Will  you  be  kind 
enough  to  put  that  inquiry  in  the  shape  of  a  question? 

Mr.  Tweed  requested  that  these  questions  should  be 
furnished  to  him  in  writing,  for  unless  he  made  a  minute 
of  them  he  invariably  forgot  them. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  understood  from  Mr.  Tweed  that 
it  was  customary  under  his  rule  to  give  instructions  to  cer- 
tain leadei-s  in  certain  districts  not  to  count  the  votes,  but 
to  lump  them,  and  to  declare  the  result,  so  as  to  be  uni-^ 
formly  successful ;  I  now  ask  him  to  refresh  his  recollec- 
tion that  he  may  remember  those  men  to  whom  such  in- 
structions were  given,  and  who  followed  them,  so  that 
citizens  may  be  no  longer  in  danger  of  being  counted  out 
by  them. 

Mr.  Tweed — There  is  no  objection  to  that  My  counsel 
did  not  understand  the  inquiry  at  first.  I  shall  give  all 
the  information  in  my  power  if  I  be  furnished  with  the 
documents  1  have  asked  for,  so  as  to  enable  me  to  refresh 
my  memory. 
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Alderman  Lewis — The  paper  furnished  you  yesterday 
afternoon  at  4  o'clock  was  merely  a  copy  of  a  question 
that  was  asked  at  the  last  meeting,  with  a  view  of  giving 
you  an  idea  of  what  would  be  inquired  into  to-day. 

Mr.  Tweed — ^My  counsel  advises  me  that  the  list  of 
members  of  the  different  political  organizations  should  be 
handed  to  me  to  enable  me  to  answer  the  question  intelli- 
gently, and  that  the  responsibility  of  not  answering  should 
not  rest  upon  me. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — I  think  you  said  that  the 
reason  you  did  not  make  this  statoment  earlier  was  because 
you  were  advised  by  counsel  not  to  do  so.  Who  was  your 
counsel  who  so  advised  you? 

A.  My  present  counsel  advised  me  not  to  give  it  to  the 
public  until  it  could  be  accompanied  by  the  proper  ex- 
planations, so  as  to  make  it  of  use  to  the  city.  No  other 
counsel  knew  anything  about  it  or  ever  saw  it. 

Q.  Is  it  a  fact  that  Mr.  Garvey  did  work  in  the  houses 
of  many  officials  at  the  expense  of  the  city  ? 

A,  I  don't  know.  He  may  have  done  so.  I  know  I 
paid  him  large  sums  of  money  for  work  he  did  for  me, 
and  much  more  than  any  reputable  mechanic  would  have 
charged. 

Q,  Is  it  a  fact  that  IngersoU  furnished  provisions  and 
other  things  for  diflferent  membei*s  of  the  Ring  ? 

A.  He  never  furnished  me  with  any  provisions,  unless 
it  might  be  a  dinner  once  in  a  while,  or  an  apple.  I  did 
not  know  that  he  was  in  the  provision  business. 

Q.  I  think  you  stated  that  T.  W.  Koe  &  Co.  had  some 
dealings  with  you  in  the  stationery  business— do  you  know 
the  members  of  that  firm  ? 
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A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  name  of  the  firm,  but  I  believe 
there  was  such  a  firm. 

Q.  Do  joa  i*emember  the  individual  members  of  the 
firm? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  a  man  by  the  name  of  Hugh  Monaghan 
in  that  fii*m  t 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  don't  think  I  ever  knew  a  man  of 
that  name. 

Q.  Do  you  kn#w  if  a  man  named  Nelson  was  in  that 
firm? 

^.  I  do  not  I  never  knew  any  one  of  that  name  con- 
nected with  T.  W.  Eoe  &  Company.  I  read  the  name  off 
from  the  Supervisors'  record. 

Q,  He  was  not  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Roe  &  Oo. 

A.  I  know  nothing  of  that  firm,  except  one  man,  still 
those  you  have  named  they  may  have  been  ihembers  of 
that  firm. 

Mr.  TowNSEND  suggested  that  the  Committee  should 
now  adjourn  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  papers  contain- 
ing the  names  of  the  Tammany,  Anti-Tammany,  and 
Republican  Committee,  had  not  been  given  to  witness  as 
promised,  and  he  was  consequently  unable  to  testify  on 
the  subject  that  day.  He  therefore  asked  that  they  should 
adjourn  at  this  time,  and  any  questions  that  may  strike 
gentlemen  as  suitable  to  propound  may  be  given  to  Mr. 
Tweed,  that  he  may  have  an  opportunity  to  answer  them 
at  the  next  meeting  on  Saturday, 


Mr.  Tweed — It  is  no  use  to  adjourn  till  Saturday,  as  I 
shall  have  no  opportunity  to  prepare  ray  answers  by  that 
time.     It  is  of  no  use  to  adjourn  for  a  few  days.    I  find  I 
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have  to  be  very  correct  in  my  answers,  for  althongb 
I  know  that  what  I  say  is  correct,  I  don't  exactly  know 
where  to  find  the  official  data  to  support  them ;  and  I 
prefer  to  have  the  official  statements  before  me.  Besides^ 
it  is  only  right  that  I  should  have  proper  time  to  prepare 
my  answers.     I  cannot  work  at  night. 

Alderman  Lewis  intimated  to  witness  that  he  would  be 
furnished  with  all  the  assistance  he  should  require ;  and 
if  he  thought  of  any  books  or  papers  that  would  aid  him 
in  answering  questions,  they  would  be  given  to  him. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  would  respectfully  ask  that  I  should 
have  the  lists  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  or  Board  of 
Supervisors,  which  ever  it  might  be  which  had  the  ap- 
pointment of  Election  Officers  for  the  years  during  which 
I  was  in  power ;  and  I  will  endeavor  to  give  the  namea 
of  those  who  were  implicated  with  me. 

Mr.  TowNSEND  suggested  that  Mr.  Tweed  had  testified 
to  the  fact  IngersoU,  McBride  Davidson,  Woodward,  and 
several  others  were  cognizant  of  the  frauds.  They  had 
not  been  called  as  witnesses,  and  if  they  were  not  secured 
immunity  from  prosecution,  he  did  not  see  why  suita 
should  not  be  commenced  against  them,  so  that  the  city 
might  get  some  of  this  money. 

Mr.  Tweed  said  that  he  would  like  to  have  a  conversa- 
tion with  Woodward,  He  had  been  informed  that  he  had 
been  in  the  Chamber  this  morning ;  but  he  had  not  seen 
him.  If  Mr.  Cole  would  intimate  to  Woodward  that  he 
(Mr.  T.)  wished  to  see  him  he  had  no  doubt  but  he  would 
come ;  and  he  hoped  that  he  would  do  so.  The  interview 
might  take  place  in  his  presence,  or  in  that  of  any  other 
person. 
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Alderman  Lewis — The  Committee  will  request  Mr.  Cole 
to  take  that  course.  We  want  to  bring  the  investigation 
to  an  end  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — I  hope  that  the  Committee  does  not  in- 
tend to  dissolve  on  the  conclusion  of  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Tweed. 

Alderman  Lewis — Not  at  all.  We  are  going  to  try  to 
get  back  some  of  the  money  taken  from  the  City  Treasury, 
if  it  is  possible. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned  to  Wednesday  next, 
17th  inst.j  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


THIRTEENTH  DAY. 


OOTOBBK  17,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"         Slevtn, 
"         Cowing. 

Mr.  Tweed  then  called  attention  to  several  errors  in 
the  printed  slips  of  the  official  report ;  which  he  corrected. 

Mr.  TowNSEND  said  that  the  mode  of  printing  the  correc- 
tions made  in  reports  of  the  previous  meetings,  and  which 
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had  been  reprinted  again  in  Bubsequent  reports,  ought  to 
be  changed,  as  it  made  the  reports  somewhat  ridiculons. 

Mr.  Cole  said  that  the  official  report,  when  completed, 
would  be  different — that  the  printed  slips  were  merely  for 
the  convenience  of  the  Committee,  the  counsel,  and  those 
engaged  in  the  investigation. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  have  prepared  a  list  of  my  real  estate 
that  I  had  in  1870  and  1871,  and  what  I  have  done  with 
it  since ;  and  my  counsel,  with  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
mittee, will  read  it. 

Mr.  Cole — There  is  another  matter  before  we  proceed 
to  that:  At  the  close  of  the  last  session  of  this  Committee 
I  notified  the  witness,  that  at  the  next  meeting  I  would 
ask  him  to  examine  the  entire  list  of  the  Democratic  or- 
ganization known  as  Tammany  Hall,  the  Republican 
General  Committee,  and  the  Anti-Tammany  organiza^ 
tion,  and  to  state  who,  if  any,  upon  these  lists,  were 
in  any  wise  connected  with  the  "  Ring  Frauds,"  or  with 
any  fraudulent  or  illegal  practices  in  connection  with  the 
government  or  affairs  of  the  city  and  county  of  New 
York.  I  further  stated,  that  I  would  charge  myself  with 
getting  a  list  of  the  Tammany  Hall  General  Committee, 
and  that  I  should  be  obliged  to  rely  upon  Alderman  Cow- 
ing, who  is  the  only  Republican  upon  the  Committee,  to 
furnish  a  list  of  the  Republican  General  Committee.  I 
thought  then,  and  I  still  think,  that  no  one  list  of  names 
connected  with  any  one  political  organization  should  be 
submitted  to  this  witness  for  the  purpose  indicated,  unless 
all  of  them  were.  I  had  not,  and  I  have  not,  the  slightest 
objection,  nor  have  any  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the 
Committee  any  objection,  to  furnishing  the  list  of  the 
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Tammany  Hall  organization.  If,  therefore,  the  list  of 
the  Republican  organization,  has  been  provided,  I  shall 
now  go  into  that  matter,  handing  Mr.  Tweed  both  lists  at 
once,  and  asking  him  the  same  question  in  regard  to 
both.  Here  is  the  Democratic  list ;  if  the  Republican 
list  is  here  we  will  ask  to  proceed  with  this  matter. 

Alderman  Cowino — I  presume  that  these  remarks  are 
addressed  to  me.  If  they  are,  I  will  answer  them  in  this 
way.  The  clerical  matters  connected  with  the  business 
of  this  Committee  are  not  performed  by  the  Committee 
itself.  The  information  which  the  counsel  desires  is  ac- 
oeesible  to  everybody,  and  so  far  as  the  names  on  it  are 
concerned,  I  will  agree  now,  and  here,  that  1  will  not  ob- 
ject to  any  single  name  being  put  to  Mr.  Tweed ;  and  I 
will  not  undertake  to  inculpate  or  exonerate  one  single 
man,  no  matter  what  may  be  his  political  affiliations.  If 
any  Republican  has  been  guilty  of  a  dirty  or  a  mean  tricky 
I  will  not  raise  any  frivolous  objections  to  sustain  him^ 
but  will  aid  the  Committee  in  the  effort  to  expose  him. 
So  far  as  the  list  spoken  of  is  concerned,  I  think  it  is  ex> 
clusively  the  duty  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Committee  to  obtain 
it ;  and  it  would  seem,  therefore,  that  to  ask  me  to  obtain 
this  list  is,  in  some  way,  to  impugn  my  motives,  and  to^ 
make  me  look  as  if  I  wanted  to  screen  somebody.  Such 
is  not  the  case,  and  whatever  questions  I  think  proper  to 
ask,  I  will  ask,  no  matter  whom  they  may  hurt.  That  is 
my  purpose,  and  so  far  as  any  committee  of  Tammany 
Hall,  Anti-Tammany,  or  the  Republican  organization  is 
concerned,  I  desire  to  say  that  the  members  of  the 
Republican,  and  Anti-Tammany  organizations  have  been 
pretty  thoroughly  sifted.  Most  of  them  have  been  in- 
quired about,  and  the  Republicans  have  not  been  spared  ; 
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^nd  I  am  glad  of  it  I  am  glad  that  they  have  been  ex- 
posed ;  but  it  seemed  to  me  that  when  the  first  question 
was  put  by  me  which  in  anyway  interfered  with  the  Tam- 
many Hall  organization,  I  was  met  by  the  combined  op- 
position of  my  two  Democratic  associates  and  by  their 
two  counsel.  It  does  not  belong  to  me  to  furnish  ques- 
tions to  Mr.  Cole,  or  evidence  upon  which  they 
may  be  based.  I  will  state  here,  however,  that  if 
he  will  place  a  list  of  the  Republican  Committee 
in  Mr.  Tweed's  hands,  1  don't  care  how  extensive  it  is,  I 
will  give  my  word  that  I  will  not  raise  a  single  objection 
or  interpose  in  any  way  to  prevent  them  being  exposed  if 
any  of  them  deserve  it.  The  reason  I  asked  the  question 
of  Mr.  Tweed  was  not  to  show  that  the  men  who  were  on 
that  list  had  committed  fraud,  but  to  show  that  they  were 
prominently  associated  with  him  at  the  time  they  were 
<;ommitted  ;  and  if  they  were  not  shrewd  enough  to  know 
what  was  going  on  it  showed  that  they  were  as  incompe- 
tent to  govern  the  city  to-day,  as  they  were  at  that  time. 
I  hope  this  committee  will  instruct  some  one  to  get  these 
lists.  The  committee  have  the  power  to  do  so,  but  it  is 
simply  making  a  clerk  of  me  to  call  upon  me  to  furnish 
them.  I  do  not  choose  to  be  placed  in  that  position,  but 
.  I  shall  render  any  aid  in  my  power  to  facilitate  the  com- 
mittee in  obtaining  it. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — I  think  you  will  do  me  the  justice  to 
say  that  I  withdrew  any  objections  that  I  made  to  the 
witness'  answering  the  question  as  to  the  names  on  the 
list  put  into  his  hands. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  think  you  did  ;  but  at  first  you 
objected. 
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Mr.  TowNBEND — I  think  that  when  yon  did  the  clerical 
work  of  providing  the  Tammany  Hall  list,  that  yon  might 
be  equally  willing  to  furnish  ub  with  the  list  of  the  Be- 
publican  General  Committee. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  had  to  employ  a  clerk  to  do  that 
myself ;  and  I  do  not  propose  to  do  any  more  clerical 
work  for  the  committee. 

Mr.  TowNSBND — I  should  think  an  application  to  these 
several  committees  would  be  sufficient  to  induce  them  to 
furnish  complete  lists  of  the  names  of  their  respective 
organizations. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  have  no  objection  to  the  list  of 
the  Republican  Committee  being  brought  here,  and  to 
Mr.  Tweed  going  over  the  whole  list  I  don't  think  it  is 
a  disgrace  to  belong  to  any  of  these  organizations. 

Alderman  Lewis — I  am  sorry  that  this  question  haa 
been  raised.  This  committee  has  nothing  to  do  with  any 
political  organization — whether  of  Tammany  Hall  or  any 
other.  All  it  is  concerned  with  is  these  Ring  Frauds.  I 
will  ask  Mr.  Tweed  a  question.  There  is  a  list  of  the 
Tammany  Hall  General  Committee  for  1877  (handing  it 
to  witness),  will  you  look  at  that  list,  and  see  if  there  be 
any  names  there  of  persons  who  were  connected  with  the 
Ring  Frauds. 

Mr.  Cole — I  will  state  that  a  similar  list  was  furnished 
Mr.  Tweed  a  few  days  ago.  I  will  also  say  that  1  was 
not  able  to  get  a  list  of  the  Republican  General  Com- 
mittee, though  I  tried  to  do  so. 

Alderman  Cowing  said  that  the  Chairman  should  (^t6 
hiBtrnctions  to  get  that  list. 

20 


806 


Mr.  Cole — Alderman  Lewis  got  this  list 

Mr.  Tweed — I  had  a  list  similar  to  this  placed  in  my 
hands  a  few  days  ago.  I  examined  it  carefnlly,  and  I 
fonnd  no  names  there  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
Ring  Frauds,  or  with  any  illegal  practices.  I  will  now 
look  over  it  again. 

While  I  am  looking  over  it  now  my  counsel,  Mr. 
Townsend,  will  read  the  statement  of  my  real-estate  and 
my  transactions  with  it,  which  he  holds  in  his  hands. 

Mr.  Townsend  reads  as  follows : 

I  herewith  place  in  the  hands  of  this  Committee  a  state- 
ment of  the  real  estate  which  came  into  my  possession 
during  1870  and  1871  and  since  that  time,  and  of  all  that 
was  owned  by  me  in  1871 ;  it  is  impossible  for  me,  hav- 
ing no  data  to  guide  me,  to  detail  the  exchanges  of  prop- 
erty prior  to  that  time ;  I  can  only  eay  that  the  proceeds 
of  most  of  the  real  estate  which  passed  from  my  hands 
prior  to  1870,  became  merged  in  the  property  which  1  at 
that  time  was  possessed  of;  I  think  I  can  fairly  say,  and 
am  willing  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief  to 
testify,  that  in  the  year  1871,  the  costs  of  the  real  estate 
I  owned,  together  with  my  pei*sonal  estate,  was  about  two 
millions  and  a  half  of  dollars,  at  no  time  in  my  life  was  I 
worth  more  than  from  that  amount  to  three  million  dol- 
lars. In  the  fall  of  1871  an  action  was  commenced  against 
me  by  the  People,  &c.,  for  one  million  dollars,  and  I  was 
arrested  the]*eon,  and  one  million  bail  required ;  there 
were  diflSculties  in  procuring  bail,  and  by  advice  of  coun- 
sel I  transferred  all  my  real  estate  to  my  son  Richard  M., 
with  the  exception  of  a  few  pieces,  among  which  were 
the  Putnam  and  Queens  County  property,  which,  as  I 
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stated  to  the  Attorney-General,  are  in  condition  to  be 
transferred  to  the  city  authorities,  and  the  others  are  ac- 
counted for  by  me  in  the  schedule  hereto  annexed  ;  the 
<X)st  of  the  real  estate  so  transferred  to  my  son  Richard  M., 
to  enable  him  to  justify  as  one  of  my  bondsmen,  was,  as 
near  as  I  can  estimate,  two  million  dollars,  upon  this  he 
did  so  justify;  I  never  again  came  in  possession  of  that 
property,  all  of  it  was  sold  by  my  son,  or  by  his  direction, 
or  by  foreclosure,  and  the  proceeds  paid  over  to  mo ; 
from  the  time  of  my  arrest  and  proceedings  against  me 
by  indictment  and  otherwise,  all  of  the  property,  from 
these  and  many  other  causes,  shrunk  immensely  in  value, 
and  as  is  shown  by  the  schedule,  I  realized  from  what  I 
•considered,  in  the  fall  of  1871,  worth  two  million  dollars, 
less  than  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars,  which  does  not 
include,  however,  the  $150,000  paid  to  James  O'Brien  out 
of  ray  real  estate,  nor  the  consideration  for  the  Fort  Wash- 
ington property,  of  $150,000,  which  was  paid  by  me  to 
Pottier  &  Stymus  on  account  of  furnishing  Metropolitan 
Hotel.  It  is  impossible  for  me,  now,  to  state  wliat  pei-sonal 
property  I  at  any  one  time  was  possessed  of;  I  speculated 
largely  in  stocks  with  Fisk,  Gould,  and  others,  sometimes 
being  a  winner,  more  often  a  loser;  I  bought  and  sold  as 
investments  different  kinds  of  stocks,  a  good  deal  of  which 
I  have  now  in  my  hands,  valueless,  and  I  have  recklessly 
parted  with  a  great  deal  of  money. 

Outside  of  the  property  in  Putnam  and  Queens  Counties, 
I  own  no  real  estate,  nor  have  any  interest  in  any.  I  now 
affirm,  and  am  willing  to  submit  to  the  closest  investiga- 
tion in  regard  to  it, that  I  am  not  today  the  owner  of  any 
money  or  property  of  any  kind  whatever,  from  which  five 
thousand  dollars  could  bo  realized. 

The  statement  which  has  been  published,  that  I  have 


808 


large  interests  abroad  and  have  property  secreted  ftt 
home,  are  utterly  untrae. 

In  my  statement  to  the  Attorney-General,  I  courted  the 
broadest  investigation  on  these  points,  but  no  examination 
was  accorded  me  on  this  matter. 

I  now  again  express  my  entire  willingness  to  give  up 
every  particle  of  property  I  have  in  the  world  ;  to  furnish 
evidence  on  any  subject  which  may  be  considered  bene- 
ficial to  the  People  of  the  City  or  State,  and,  in  fact,  to 
place  myself  at  the  disposal  of  the  proper  officials  to  en- 
able them  to  undo,  through  me,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
wrongs  that  I  have  committed. 


Receipts  Since  1871. 

Realized  on  Sixty-third  street  and  Third  avenue,  $50,000 

"      from  Valley  Farm,  Westchester  Co . . .  180,000 

"      from  Stable  and  Yacht 40,000 

"      on  Daane  street 120,000 

"      on  Sixty-third  street,  near  Ninth  ave. .  20,000 

"      on  Fifty-seventh  street 10,000 

"      on  Twenty-third  street 8,000 

"      on  Forty-second  street 8,600 

"      on  Eighth  avenue,  near  Seventy-first 

street 8,000 

"      on  Seventy-fourth  street,  near  Eleventh 

avenue 6,600 

"  •  on  Ninth  street,  near  Third  avenue. . .  6,000 
'^      on  Sixty-eighth  street,  Fourth  avenue 

and  Madison 105,000 

"      on  Twenty-fourth  street . .  6,000 
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fiealised  on  Oliver  street $5,000 

"      on  Mercer  street  stables 6,000 

<*      on  No.  511  Fifth  avenue 122,000 

*^      on  One  Hundred  and  Fifth  street  and' 

Fourth  avenue 8,500 

"**      on  Broadway,  near  Twenty-first  street.  50,000 

""      from  Rent  of  Harlem  Court-house 18,000 

"      on  Circle  Property 90,000 

$806,600 

The  above  is,  as  near  as  I  can  ascertain  or  remember^ 
the  amounts  received  by  me  from  the  proceeds  of  all  the 
real  estate  owned  by  me  in  the  fall  of  1871. 

This,  however,  does  not  include  the  sale  of  the  Boule- 
vard Block  at  Seventy-sixth  and  Seventy-seventh  streets, 
because  the  mortgages  for  $128,000,  given  for  most  of  the 
purchase  money,  were  transferred  to  James  O'Brien  in  the 
fall  of  1871,  on  account  of  purchase  of  half  his  claim 
against  the  city.  Nor  does  it  include  the  consideration 
received  for  the  Fort  Washington  property  of  $150,000, 
which  was  applied  by  Pottier  &  Stymus  on  account  of 
furnishing  Metropolitan  Hotel. 

Net  proceeds  from  all  Stocks,  Personal  Pro- 
perty of  every  name  and  nature,  including 
Mortgages,  Jewelry,  etc.,  about $650,000 

Amount  from  Eeal  Estate 806,600 

$1,456,600 

The  Putnam  County  property,  which  has  cost  nearly 
$50,000,  is  still  controlled  by  me,  and  offered  to  the  city 
in  my  statement    to  the  Attorney-General.    Also,  the 
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ninety-two  (92)  (I  thought  there  were  more)  or  more  lota 
in  Astoria ;  whicli,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect  or  know  any- 
thing about  it,  accounts  for  every  piece  of  property  owned 
by  me  or  sold  for  my  benefit  since  my  troubles. 


Payments  Since  Fall  of  1871. 

Paid  to  A.  J.  Garvey  for  Frescoing  Fifth  ave. 

house,  about $17,500 

Paid  Garfield  to  cancel  partnership  agreement 

with  Richard  Tweed  of  Metropolitan  Hotel         20,000 

Paid  in  advances  and  losses  on  Metropolitan 
Hotel,  in  addition  to  the  $150,000  Real  Es- 
tate to  Pettier  &  Stymus 450,000- 

Expenses  of  my  entire  family  in  Europe  in 
1872  (about  $3,500  of  which  was  with 
Bowles  Bros,  at  time  of  their  failure) 30,000 

Paid  to  James  H.  IngersoU  in  full  settle- 
ment of  his  claim,  about 100,000 

Paid  Jackson  Schultz,  for  Keyser  &  Co 30,000 

Paid,  ill  Retainers,  to  Counsel  in  fall  of  1871 

and  early  in  1872,  as  per  checks,  about. . . .  45,000 

Paid  for   Expenses  of   Family  during  1871, 

1872  and  1873 160,000 

Paid  for  Expenses  of  Family  in  1874  &  1875.  40,000 

Paid  Expenses  and  Expenditures  in  connec- 
tion with  Escape  from  Ludlow  street,  and  in 
Cuba  and  in  Spain 60,000 

Paid  advance  of  Pay-roll  for  Laborers  in  De- 
partment, etc 18,000 
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Paid  in  1872, 78  and  74,  on  No.  423  Broad- 
way lease,  about $80,000 

Paid  after  November,  1871,  and  during  years 
1872, 1878, 1874  and  1875  for  Legal  Print- 
ing,  Expenses  in  the  various  Trials,  Detec- 
tives, Stenographers,  and  Traveling  Ex- 
penses, and  in  Counsel  Fees  to  the  following 
gentlemen : 

David  Dudley  Field,  William  Fullerton,  A.  J. 
Vanderpoel,  Augustus  L.  Brown,  John  E. 
Burrell,  W.  O.  Bartlett,  Willard  Bartlett, 
William  Edelsten,  George  F.  Comstock,  John 
6auson,Elihu  Root,  E.  R.  Bacon,  John  Rey- 
nolds, Field  &  Deyo,  E.  W.  Stoughton,  John 
Graham  and  others  through  the  State 400,000 

Paid  Tenth  National  Bank  in  Settlement 100,000 

Total $1,490,500 

One  million  four  hundred  and  ninety  thousand  five 
hundred  dollars. 


Losses  Since  1871. 

Loss  on  Sixty-third  street  and  Third  avenue. . .  $26,000 

"    on  Westchester  County  Valley  Farm . . .  60,000 
"    on  Stable  in  Fortieth  street  and  Steam 

Yacht 10,000 

"    on  Circle  Property 110,000 

"    on  Duane  street 140,000 

"    on  Sixty-third  street,  near  Ninth  avenue  40,000 

**    on  Fifty-seventh  street 20,000 
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Lobs  on  Twenty-third  street $10,000 

*^    on  Forty-second  street 3,000 

**     on   Eighth    avenue,   near    Seventy-first 

street 8,250 

"    on  Seventy-fourth  street,  near  Eleventh 

avenue 16,400 

"    on  Harlem  Court-house  Property 100,000 

"    on  Fort  Washington  Property 125,000 

"     on  Eighty-third  and  Eighty-fourth  streets, 

near  Ninth  avenue 65,000 

"    on  Ninth  street  and  Third  avenue  .....  12,000 

"    on  Oliver  street 7,000 

"    on  Stables  in  Mercer  street 53,000 

"     on  Fifth  avenue  House 153,000 

**    on  One  Hundred  and  Fifth  street  and 

Fourth  avenue 8,500 

"    on  Eighth  avenue,  near  One  Hundred 

and  Thirteenth  street 10,000 

"'   on  Broadway,  near  Twenty-first  street. .  200,000 

"    on  Guardian  Savings  Bank 40,000 

Losses $1,206,160 
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BeooTded,  4th  of  Jan'y,  1871,  Liber  1186,  page  649 ;    Ooil,  |  7-100, 
and  LoYe,  etc. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Bichard    M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21, 1871. 

Parchased  in  1864. 

Aggregate  cost  of  land  and  buildings,  about $75,000 

Sold  to  C.  Meyer,  netted  W.  M.  Tweed 50,000 
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$25,000 
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67th  street. 


Recorded,  27th  IToh,  1865,  Liber  980,  page  809  ;  Con.,  | 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  James  Stokes.    Deed 
dated  March  25,  1865. 

Sold  in  1865. 

No  recollection  of  detail. 


Westchester  Co.  Valley  farm,  being  one  ^  interest 
bought  from  Leonard  W.  Jerome.  Cons.,  $300,000; 
don't  remember  amount  of  mortgage. 

Sold  in  1873  to  W.  B.  Bush  &  Co.,  of  Boflfalo 
— netted  over  mortgage $130,000 

Loss about    $50,000 
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Recorded,  27th  March,  1865,  Liber  980,  page  809 ;  Gozl,  | 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  James  Stokes.    Deed 
dated  March  25, 1875. 

No  recollection  of  detail. 


Putnam  Co.  lakes  or  water  property,  has  cost  nearly 
$60,000,  is  still  controlled  by  Mr.  Tweed,  and  offered  to 
the  city  in  his  statement  to  the  Att'y-General. 
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Beooided,  27th  of  March  1865,  Liber  950,  page  809. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  James  Stokes,      Deed 
dated  March  25, 1865. 

No  recollection  of  detail. 


92  lots  in  Astoria  or  Long  Island  City,  still  controlled 
by  Mr.  Tweed  and  offered  to  the  city. 
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Recorded,  27th  of  March,  1885,  Liber  950,  page  809. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  James  Stokes.    JDeed 
datedJMarch  25, 1865. 

No  recollection  of  detail. 
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69th  street. 
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Beoorded  27th  of  Maroh,  1865,  Liber  930,  Page  809. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  James  Stokes.    Deed 
dated  March  25, 1865. 

No  recollection  of  detail. 
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128th  street. 
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Beoorded,  9th  of  June,  1869,  Liber  1107,  Page  850.    Con.  $25,000. 

William  M.   Tweed  and  wife  to   Quentin  McAdam. 
Deed  dated  May  3,  1869. 

CORBEOT. 

Sold  Stable  in  East  Fortieth  street,  and  steam  yacht  to 
Mr.  Stockwell ;  netted  about  $40,000. 

Cost $60,000 

Kealized 40,000 

$10,000 
Loss $10,000 
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Circle  Propertj. 
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Recorded,  26th  October,  1871.  Liber  1149,  page  195.    Con.  $200,000. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife,  to  Richard  M.   Tweed. 
Deed  dated  August  16, 1871. 

Mortgaged  to  C.   G.   Franklin,   by  Richard    Tweed, 
for  $125,000. 

'      Realized  after  paying  taxes,  extra  commiseione,  searches, 
allowances,  etc.,  $90,000. 

Mortgage  is  now  being  foreclosed  against  W.  M.  T.,. 
R  M.  T.,  and  others. 

Cost $200,000 

Realized 90,000 

$110,000 
Loss 110,000 
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Beoorded,  4tb  January,  1872,  Liber  1186,  page  648.     Con.  Love,  eta, 
7-100  doUars. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife,  to  Bicbard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21, 1871. 

Known  as  Nos.  75,  77,  79,  81,  83,  and  85,  Daane. 

Bougbt  from  Thomas  Palmer $260,000 


Nob.  75,  77,  79,  and  81  were  sold  byR  M.  T., 
"  to  Mr.  Tborpe,  about  July  '72,  netted  W. 

M.  Tweed  about 

Nos.  83  and  85  sold  by  R,   M.  T.,  to  Wm. 

Edelsten,  November  21,  '73 


$80,000 

40,000 
$120,000 


Loss 
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77th  street. 


Entire  Block. 


76th  street 
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Recorded  8bh  of  April,  1869.     Liber  1035,  Pagre  400.     Con.  $185,000. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Washington  M.  Smith. 
Deed  dated  April  6,  1869. 

This  is  the  property  sold  as  above  and  W.  M.  T.  re- 
ceived purchase  money  mortgages  for  most  of  the  purchase 
money,  and  $128,000  of  these  mortgages  were  given  to 
James  O'Brien  in  payment  of  the  assignment  of  his  claim 
against  the  city. 

Paid  James  O'Brien $128,000 
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Recorded  30th  of  April,  1873.     Liber  1252,  page  865,  Con.  |1. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Jacob  Vanderpoel. 
Deed  dated  March  10,  1863  (should  be  1873). 

Sold  as  above  for  a  mortgage  back  of  $30,000  and  a 
release  on  a  claim  Jacob  Vanderpoel  had  against  W.  M. 
T.,  before  his  failure  in  1857,  of  $30,000. 

Afterwards  the  mortgage  was  sold  for  $20,000. 

Cost $60,000 

Realized 20,000 


Lobs $40,000 
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Reoorded,  4th  of  Jannaiy,  1873,  Liber  1186,  Pftge  649,  Con.  $7-100, 

LoTe,  etc. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21,  1871. 

These  six  lots,  4  on  Fifty-seventh  street,  and  2  almost  in 
the  rear  on  Fifty-eighth  street,  cost  about  $30,000. 

Mortgaged  and  the  mortgages  sold  and  realized  Mr. 
Tweed  about  $10,000. 

Cost $30,000 

Realized 10,000 


$20,000 


Loes 20,000 
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Recorded,  28tii  of  April,  1871,  Liber  1174,  page  265.  Oon.  $40,000. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Stratford  0.  H.  Bailey. 
Deed  dated  April  28, 1871. 

Correct. 
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Becsorded,  4th  of  Aagnst,  1871,  Liber  1186,  page  284,  Con.  $300,000. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Michael  W.  Derham. 
•Deed  dated  July  1, 1871. 

This  consideration  must  mean  $30,000,  not  $300,000. 

No  recollection. 
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B«oorded,  4th  of  Angtut,  1871,  Liber  1180,  Page  384,  Con.  (300,000. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Miohael  W.  Derham. 
Deed  dated  July  1,  1871. 

Same  as  preceding. 
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BMWided,  4tb  of  Janiuiy,  1873,  Liber  1180,  Page  643,  Coo.,  ISth  put 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  lUchard    M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21,  1871.J 

Bealized  over  the  morta;^  about $8,000 

Oort 80,600 

Mortgage  abont 

LoflB $10,000 
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B,  Con.  Lots,  eto., 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21,  1871. 

Bonght  in  March,  1869,  for  $L2,000,  Mortgage  6.610. 

Sold  to  N.  A.  Ghilds,  netted  about $3,600 

Leas  about $3,000 
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Recorded  4th  of  January,  1872,  Liber  1186,  Page  648,  Con.  Love,  eta, 

$13-100. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21,  1871. 

Conveyed  by  R.  M.  Tweed  to  E.  A.  D.  Tweed,  on  2l8t 
November,  1873.  Sold  by  E.  A.  D.  Tweed,  and  netted 
Mr.  Tweed  about  $8,000. 

In  1871  Mr.  Tweed  was  offered  $25,000  for  it 

Cost $16,250 

Realized 8,000 

$8,250 
Loss 8,250 
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Recorded  4th  of  January,  1872,  Liber  1186,  Page  648,  Con.  Love,  eta, 

$13-100. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21,  1871. 

This  and  the  piece  on  next  page  bought  of  the  Orphan 
Asylum  in  1869  for  $22,900. 

Conveyed  by  R.  M.  Tweed  to  Eliza  A.  D.  Tweed,  2l8t 
November,  1873.  Sold  and  netted  Mr.  Tweed  about 
$6,500. 

Cost $22,900 

Realized 6,500 

Loss $16,400 
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Recorded,  January  4,  1872,   Liber  1186,  page  648.    Oon.  Lore,  etc., 
$18-100. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Dated  November  21,  1874. 


See  preceding  page,  which  includes  this. 


338 


_l  I 


i   l_ 


ISOih  itreet 

100 

9 

s 

^^ 

M 

•i^ 

100 

N' 

~\  f 


1  f 


Beoorded,  Maroh  33,  1873,  Liber  1300,  page  514.     Con.,  $1.00. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Eichard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  March  20,  1872. 

Subject  to  mortgage  of  $150,000. 

Some  paid  off. 

Conveyed  by  Aichard  M.  Tweed  to  Wm.  Fnllerton, 
November  21, 1873. 

Reconveyed  by  Fnllerton  to  Tweed  in  1874. 

Foreclosure  proceedings  were  commenced,  and  in  1875 
was  sold  and  bought  in  by  the  mortgagee,  and  suit  now 
pending  for  deficiency  against  the  Tweeds,  and  includes 
property  next  to  it  on  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth 
street 


Loss,  $100,000. 
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Recorded,  !23d  of  April,  1872,   Liber  1210,  page  840,  Con.  |27,000. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Thomas  Murphy.   Deed 
dated  April  22,  1872. 

Deeded  back  to  Murphy  for  about  cost  of  share. 

This  transaction  is  inchided  in  that  described  further 
on,  on  same  block,  realizing,  altogether,  about  $105,000. 
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Recorded,  20th  of  October,  1871,  Liber  1194,  page  199,  Con.  $250,000. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  August  10,  1871. 

Bought  in  1869  ;  paid  $275,000. 

Sold  in  1872,  for  $150,000  in  blank,  to  Pottier  &  Sty- 
mu8  Manufacturing  Co.,  and  by  them  sold  to  A.  T.  Stew- 
art, proceeds  credited  to  W.  M.  Tweed,  in  part  payment 
of  their  account  in  furnishing  the  Metropolitan  Uotel. 
Loss,  $125,000. 
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Recorded,  4th  of  January,  1872,  Uber  1186,  page  643. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Eicliard  M.  Tweed, 
deed  dated  November  21, 1871. 

Conveyed  to  Elihn  Root,  one  of  Mr.  Tweed's  counsel, 
on  acconnt  of  counsel  fees — nothing  else  realized — balance 
was  of  very  little  value  over  taxes,  assessments,  etc.  This 
and  the  next  three  pages  bought  in  one  parcel. 
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Recorded,  4th  of  JaniiAzy,  1872,  Liber  1186,  page  643. 

William  M.   Tweed  and  wife  to  Eichard  M.  Tweedy 
deed  dated  November  21,  1871. 

Becords  will  show.    W.  M.  T.  has  no  knowledge. 
Lo68  on  this  and  preceding  parcel $65,000 
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Recorded,  6th  of  May,  1870,  Uber  1149.  page  198,  (km.  $53,936. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  John  Oarlin,  deed  dated 
May  6, 1870. 

Took  purchase   money,  mortgages  in  payment,    and 
about  50  cents  on  the  dollar. 
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Beoorded,  9th  of  May,  1870,  Liber  1148,  page  290,  Oon.  $69,187. 

William  M.  Tweed  and   wife  to  John  Carlin.    Deed 
dated  May  6,  1870. 

Same  as  preceding  page. 
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Recorded,  8th  of  May,  1871,  Liber  1166,  page  644,  Oon.  $106,000. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Peter  B.  Sweeney  and 
wife,  T.  M.  and  wife,  Hugh  Smith,  and  Richard  B.  Con- 
nolly and  wife  to  John  C.  Thompson.  Deed  dated  April 
1, 1871. 
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Reoorded,  4th  of  October,  1871,  Liber  1,200,  page  120,  Con.  $105,000. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife,  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  S.  M. 
and  wife,  Hugh  Smith  and  Richard  B.  Connolly  and  wife 
to  John  C.  Thompson.    Deed  dated  September  1,  1871. 

No  distinct  recollection  as  to  amounts,  but  accepts 
amount  in  deed  as  correct,  and,  therefore,  realized 
$105,000. 
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Reoorded,  4th  of  Jan.,  1872,  Liber  1186,   page  643;  Con.   $18-part 
dollar. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife   to    Richard  M.   Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  24,  1871. 
Cost  in  1869  $18,000. 

Conveyed  by  R.  M.  T.  to  E.  A.   D.  Tweed,  2l8t  Nov., 
1873. 

Conveyed  to  E.  H.  Balch  by  E.  A.  D.  Tweed  in    1875  ; 
netted  to  Mr.  Tweed,  about  $6,000. 

Cost $18,000 

Realized 6,000 


Loss $12,000 
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'  Recorded,  80th  of  June,  1871,  Libez  1191,  page  41,  Con.  $10,00a 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Michael  Holliday.  Deed 
dated  28th  Jane,  1871. 
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Beootded,  81«t  of  Hay,  1872,  Ubw  liitt,  pigo  140,  Con.  (33,000. 

Willism  U:  Tweed  and  wife  to  William  0.  Traphafren. 
Deed  dated  May  31,  1S72. 

Held  b;  W.  M.  T.  for  an  advance  of  $6,000,  wbicliwas 
paid  back  to  W.  M.  T.,  aud  by  him  tranBferred  about  1872. 

Realized |6,000 
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Beoorded,  4th  of  January,  1872.  Liber  1186,  [page  648,  Con.  $18th. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21,  1871. 

Conveyed  by  R.  M.  Tweed  to  E.  A.  D.  Tweed,  Novem- 
ber 21,  1873. 

Conveyed  by  E.  A.  D.  Tweed  to  M.  W.  Derham,  Jan- 
narv  31,  1874. 

Netted  to  Mr.  Tweed  about  $5,000. 

Cost $12,000 

Realized 6,000 

$7,000 
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Recorded  4th  of  January,  1873,  Liber  1186,  Page  643,  Con.  $13th. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M,  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21, 1871. 

Conveyed  by  R.  M.  Tweed  to  John  C.  Halligan,  for 
services  to  his  father  as  derk. 

Cost,  $14,200. 
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Recorded,  4ih  of  January,  1872,  Liber  1186,  page  649,  Con.  $13. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Kichard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21,  1871. 

Mortgaged  to  Isaac  N.  Phelps  and  J.  J.  Phelps  for 
$62,000. 

Conveyed  by  W.  M.  T.  to  R.  M.  T.  by  deed  dated  No- 
vember 21,  1871. 

Conveyed  by  R.  M.  T.  to  Wm.  Edekten,  by  deed  dated 
November  21,  1873,  subject  to  Phelps'  mortgage,  which 
was  then  under  foreclosure  for  $5,000  paid  to  Mr.  Tweed. 

Sold  under  foreclosure  in  December,  1873,  for  about 
$82,000— about  $3,000  equity  from  Referee. 

Cost $120,000 

Mortgage 62,000 

$58,000 
Realized 5,000 

Loss $53,000 
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Reoorded,  26th  of  October,  1871.     Liber  1194,  page  201. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed, 
Deed  dated  August  16,  1871. 

This  property  and  the  next  four  pages  is  known  as  the 
property  No.  511  Fifth  avenue.  Cost,  altogether, 
$275,000. 

In  1872  Richard  Tweed  mortgaged  this  property  to  Mr. 
Langdon,  or  Button,  for  $150,000. 

Mr.  Tweed  netted  from  this  about^$  110,000,  and  about 
fall  of  1874  gave  deed  to  mortgagees.  Received  in  cash, 
over  mortgage,  $12,000. 

Cost $275,000 

Realized 122,000 


Loss 


$163,<2PO 
$168,000 
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Beoozded,  Oct  26, 1871,  Liber  1194)  page  201. 
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William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  August  16, 1871. 
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Recorded,  Ootober  26, 1871,  Liber  1194^  page  201. 
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William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  August  16,  1871. 
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Recorded,  2etih  of  October,  1871,  liber  1194,  page  201. 


William  M.  Tweod  and  wife  to  Bichard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  August  16,  1871. 
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Recorded,  26th  of  October,  1871.  Liber  1194,  page  201. 


William  M.  Tweed  and   wife  to    Kichard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  August  16, 1871. 
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Recorded  4ih  of  Janaazy,  1872,  Liber  1186,  page  648,  Con.  80th  part 
dollar. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Kicliard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21, 1871. 

This  was  bought  Bnbject  to  a  mortgage  of  $16,000  to 
Charlotte  A.  Morris.  Netted  about  $3,500  to  Mr.  Tweed, 
after  paying  taxes,  back  interest,  etc. 

Cost  over  mortgage $12,000 

Realized 3,500 

$8,600 

Loss $8,500 
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Reoorded,  4th  of  Janoaiy,  1872,  Liber  1186,  page  643,  Con.  80kh  part 
dollar. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21,  1871. 

Sold  under  foreclosure  of  the  mortgage  to  estate  of 
Charles  King. 

Mr.  Tweed  considered  this  of  no  value  beyond  mort- 
gage, taxes,  interest,  etc.,  and  paid  no  attention  to  it,  and 
never  received  anything  from  it. 

Cost $10,000 

Loss 10,000 
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Beooided  4th  of  JMxoaiy.  1872,  Liber  1186,  page  640,  Oon.  7th  part  $1. 

William  M.  Tweed  and   wife  to  Richard  M.  Tweed. 
Deed  dated  November  21,  1874. 

1874  should  be  1871. 

Known  as  Nos.  922,  924,  926,  928,  930  Broadway. 

Bought  of  Henry  Nieoll,  Referee,  in  July,  1871.  $600,000 
Mortgaged  to  Cram  estate 360,000 

Paid $240,000 

Mortgages  foreclosed  after  conveyance  to  Richard,  and 
sold  in  May,  1873 ;  netted  to  Mr.  Tweed  about  $60,000. 

Loss  about  $200,000. 
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Beoorded,  8th  of  Deoember,  1871,  Liber  1191,  page  808,  Oon.  $82,000. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to|Harriet  M.  Trask.  Deed 
dated  May  30, 1871. 

Some  question  arose  as  to  the  title  of  No.  511  Fifth 
avenue  at  the  time  of  purchase,  and  Mrs.  Trask  conveyed 
to  him  a  vacant  lot,  or  a  house  on  lot  as  above  described| 
which  Mr.  Tweed  held  until  question  in  dispute  was 
settled,  and  then  returned  a  deed  to  Mrs.  Trask ;  he  never 
had  any  interest  other  any  this  in  above  property. 

No  interest. 
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6  lota  and  4  lots. 
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Reoorded,  Idth  of  June,  1871,  Liber  1184,  page  286,  Gon.  IdO.OOO. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  John  Brower.  Deed 
dated  May  81, 1871. 

Mr.  Tweed  bought  this  property  for  Mr.  Brower,  and 
as  soon  as  he  obtained  the  deeds  immediately  transferred 
them  to  him.  Mr.  Tweed  had  no  pecuniary  interest  in 
it,  whatever. 
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Beoorded  8l8t  of  Mareh,  1894.     liber  897,  page  278.   Oon.  $100. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  and  Charles  G.  Cor- 
nell and  wife  to  Terence  Farley.  Deed  dated  March  25, 
1864. 


No  recollection  of  dates;  suppose  correct. 
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Beoozded,  March  81, 18H  I^ber  897,  pago  980.    Con.,  $100. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife,  and  Charles  O.  Cornell 
and  wife,  to  Terence  Farley. 

Deed  dated  March  25,  1864. 

No  recollection  of  dates.     Suppose  correct. 
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Con.  $. 


William  M.  Tweed  and  wife,  and  Charles  G.  Oornell 
and  wife,  and  Terence  Farley  and /wife,  to  Charles  G. 
Cornell.    No  date  or  consideration  mentioned. 
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Beooided.  28th  of  December,  1869,  Uber  1128,  Page  435,  Con.   $6,000 

a  year. 

William  M.  Tweed  to  Mayor,  Aldermen,  etc.  Lease 
dated  December  1,  1869 ;  10  years  from  December  1, 
1869. 

Received  rent  for  about  two  years.     None  after  1S71. 

Gilbert  N.  Marshall,  Trustee  )  Lease  of  No.  423  Broad- 

to  >     way,   for  4  years  and 

William  M.  Tweed.  )      over. 

Recorded,  November  16,  1869.     Rent,  $12,600. 

W.  M.  Tweed  paid  rent  on  this  for  nearly  the  whole 
term.  Part  of  time  it  was  unoccupied.  He  was  "  out " 
on  this  many  thousands ;  fully  $30,000. 

Received $18,000 

Loss $30,000 


862 


_J   I 


I  l_ 


5  in.l  an  ft.  1 

\s 

t? 

V^ 

84.8      \ 

~1  \ 


59th  street. 


Berorded,  23d  of  November,  1875,  LiberJ1342,^page  416,  Con.  $100. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Vernon  K.  Stevenson. 
Deed  dated  August  10,  1875. 


No  consideration  given  to  complete  title — next  page 
also. 
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Recorded,  2dd  of  November,  1875,  Liber  1842,  Page  416,  Con.  $100. 

William  M.  Tweed  and  wife  to  Vernon  K.  Stevenson. 
Deed  dated  AiigiiBt  10,  1875. 


Mr.  TwKKD — There  was  no  one  there  (referring  to  the 
list  of  the  Tammany  Hall  Committee  put  into  his  hands  a 
short  time  previously),  interested  w^ith  me  in  any  manner, 
shape  or  fonn,  illegally,  in  the  Ring  Frauds. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  desire  to  ask  you  some  questions, 
Mr.  Tweed. 

Mr.  Tweed — Are  they  your  questions,  or  anonymous 
questions  ? 

Alderman  Cowing — They  are  my  questions.  I  am  not 
asking  anybody  else's  questions. 
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Q.  What  was  jour  political  faith  at  the  time  yoa  were 
in  power  in  the  City  of  New  York  I 

A.  I  was  a  Democrat. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of  any  prominent  political 
organization  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  was  in  all  the  Democratic  organizations. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  in  all  of  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  there  an  orgaTu'zation  known  as  Tammany 
Hall? 

A.  There  was. 

Q,  Were  you  a  prominent  member  of  that  organization? 

A,  I  was. 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  members  associated 
with  you  in  that  organization? 

A.  I  was. 

Q,  There  is  a  list  which  purports  to  be  a  correct  list  of 
the  members,  will  you  run  over  that  list  carefully,  and 
state 

Mr.  Tweed  (interrupting) — Allow  me  right  here  to  say 
that  Tammany  Hall  Democratic  Association  and  the  Tam- 
many Society  were  distant  organizations — one  was  social 
and  the  other  political. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Did  you  belong  to  both! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  understand  one  is  charitable  and  the  other  political. 
Yon  attended  to  the  political  association  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  a  pretty  intimate  knowledge  of  all  the 
members  of  that  organization  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  all  of  them — some  of  them  were 
Itepublicans,  and  some  of  them  were  there  before  I  was 
born. 
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Q.  Please  look  at  the  list  which  has  been  placed  in  your 
hands,  and  state  the  name  or  names  of  all  the  persons  on 
that  list  (if  there  are  any),  who  were  connected  with  that 
organization  at  the  time  you  were  in  power,  and  were 
prominent  in  that  organization  ? 

Alderman  Lewis — I  object  to  that  question,  unless  they 
were  connected  with  the  Rinoj  Frauds  or  any  other  illegal 
practices.  This  is  not  a  political  investigation,  but  to  find 
out  who  were  connected  with  tlie  Ring  Frauds. 

Alderman  Slevin — I  also  object,  unless  they  can  be 
connected  with  the  Ring  Frauds. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  press  the  question,  and  ask  for 
an  answer. 

Mr.  Tweed — You  see  my  position.  The  Chairman 
directs  me  not  to  answer,  while  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
do  so. 

Alderman  Lewis — The  Committee  have  decided  that 
that  is  not  a  proper  question,  and  should  not  be  answered. 

Alderman  Cowing — The  Committee  have  not  so  de- 
cided.    1  am  one  of  the  Committee. 

Alderman  Lewis — The  majority  of  the  Committee 
have,  which  I  suppose  is  the  Committee. 

Alderman  Cowing — The  City  Government  at  the  time 
yon  were  in  power  was  run  through  the  instrumentality 
of  Tammany  Hall,  was  it  not  ? 

A.  It  was,  in  a  measure,  that  with  the  aid  of  the 
Legislature. 

Q.  If  Taumiany  Hall,  therefore,  furnished  you  and 
your  confreres  with  such  powers  as  yon  had 
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A.  Tammany  Hall  and  the  Republican  Legislatare- 


Q,  And  those  two  together  gave  you  all  the  power  you 
had? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  you  brought  in  pretty  much  all  of  the  Repub- 
lican Legislature? 

A.  Oh,  not  by  any  means  ;  not  half  of  them. 

Q.  Leaving  them  for  the  present,  let  us  come  to  the 
other  branch  of  this  machine,  which  gave  you  the  power. 
I  want  to  find  out,  for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  not  as  a 
matter  of  politics,  who  those  gentlemen  were  who  were 
connected  with  you  in  running  the  City  Government  at 
the  time  these  frauds  were  committed  ;  and  I  ask  you  to 
look  at  that  list  and  answer  the  question.  I  want  to  find 
out  who  it  was  that  gave  you  this  power,  and  was  asso- 
ciated with  you  in  running  the  City  Government  at  the 
time  these  frauds  were  perpetrated.  I  don't  ask  it  as  a 
political  question. 

A,  1  have  handed  that  list  back  to  the  Committee ;  if 
you  will  give  it  to  me,  I  will  go  over  it  again. 

Alderman  Lewis — We  can  get  at  this  in  a  shorter 
way. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  do  not  propound  this  question 
for  any  political  purpose ;  it  was  no  disgrace  to  belong  to 
Tammany  Hall  at  that  time — if  my  associates  take  that 
ground. 

Alderman  Lewis — I  object  to  the  witness  answering 
any  question  that  does  not  bear  upon  the  Ring  Frauds; 
that  is,  the  Committee,  or  the  majority  of  it,  objects;  if 
there  be  any  names  on  that  list  that  were  connected  with 
those  frauds,  the  witness  can  answer  as  to  them. 
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Alderman  Cowing — I  will  read  the  resolation  of  the 
Board  of  Aldermen  constituting  this  Committee :  "  The 
duty  of  the  Committee  shall  be  to  investigate  all  the  facts 
and  circumstances  connected  with  the  organization  known 
as  the  Tweed  Ring."  Now,  then,  Mr.  Tweed  has 
answered  that  Tammany  Hall  was  connected  with  the 
organization  known  as  the  ^^  Tweed  Ring,"  and  it  was 
through  the  instrumentality  of  Tammany  Hall  they  were 
enabled  to  get  their  power. 

Mr.  Tweed  (interrupting) — Not  at  all.  Tammany  Hall 
got  all  its  powers  from  us — not  we  from  them. 

Alderman  Cowing — They  gave  you  possession  and  con- 
trol of  the  city.  I  will  ask  the  question  again.  If  I  can 
not  get  an  answer  it  is  not  my  fault.  Now,  Mr.  Tweed, 
will  you  state  all  the  names  on  that  list  that  were  asso- 
ciated with  you,  in  connection  with  Tammany  Hall,  in 
running  the  city  government  at  the  time  you  were  in 
power  ? 

Mr.  TowNSEND — I  trust  [that  you  will  allow  that  ques- 
tion to  be  answered,  as  I  do  not  see  how  it  can  hurt  any- 
body. I  think  it  will  be  most  damaging  to  Mr.  Tweed  to 
be  denied  the  opportunity  of  answering  it. 

Alderman  Lewis — The  objection  to  the  question  is  this, 
that  it  places  everybody  on  the  defensive,  who  had  no 
connection  with  the  frauds;  and  the  Committee  object  to. 
that.  The  Committee  have  no  objection  to  the  witness 
answering  any  questions  about  this  Tweed  Ring,  or  any 
illegal  practices  of  any  one  on  that  list  against  the  city  or 
county  government;  but  the  Committee  do  object  to 
dragging  in  the  names  of  those  who  had  no  connection 
with  the  frauds  whatever. 
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Alderman  Cowmo — The  names  of  gentlemen,  who  had 
"nothing  to  do  with  the  frandt^,  have  been  mentioned  with- 
ont  making  them  objects  of  sn8|)icion.  The  names  of 
John  Kelly  and  W.  C.  C^nmer  had  been  mentioned,  yet 
no  taint  attached  to  them. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Supposing  that  among  those  names 
there  were  found  State  Senators  and  Judges,  it  might  be 
a  very  proper  thing  to  ask  how  these  frauds  could  have 
been  committed  without  their  knowledge.  I  do  not  see 
how  anybody  could  be  hurt  by  it. 

Alderman  Lkwis^ — The  majority  of  the  Committee  look 
upon  this  question  as  a  purely  political  one,  the  answering 
of  which  could  be  productive  of  no  benefit  whatever  to 
the  city ;  and  the  Committee  think  that  they  liave  no  right 
to  have  thq  names  of  any  persons  dragged  into  this  inves- 
tigation who  were  not  connected  with  the  city  frauds. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  do  not  think  a  majority  of  the 
Committee  have  the  right  to  rule  out  any  question.  If 
they  assume  that  power,  all  I  can  do,  in  case  the  witness 
refuses  to  answer,  is  to  move  that  he  be  committed  for 
contempt ;  but  as  he  is  inclined  to  act  with  the  majority 
of  the  Committee,  and  as  the  majority  are  opposed  to  his 
answering,  such  a  motion  would  not  prevail,  and  I  should 
be  powerleas. 

Mr.  Tweed — And  if  I  do  answer  I  should  be  com- 
mitted for  contempt  by  the  majority  of  the  Committee. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  do  not  agree  with  my  associates, 
that  they  have  the  power  to  stop  witness  from  answering 
any  question.  (To  witness)  Do  I  understand  you  to  say 
that  you  decline  to  answer  the  question  ? 
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Mr.  Tweed — ^I  do  not  decline,  but  I  have  been  directed 
by  the  majority  of  the  Committee  not  to  answer. 

Alderman  Cowmo — You  take  these  two  gentlemen  to 
be  the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  TowNSEND — And  if  he  did  not  do  so,  I  should  feel 
it  my  duty,  as  his  counsel,  to  advise  him  not  to  answer. 

Alderman  Cowmo — That  is  all,  Mr.  Tweed,  on  that 
subject.     I  cannot  force  you  to  answer. 

Mr.  Cole — No\\[,  I  would  suggest  to  the  Committee,  to 
request  the  Republican  member  of  this  Committee  to  try 
if  he  could  not  do  what  the  two  Democratic  members  of 
the  Committee  had  done,  and  furnish  the  witness  with  a 
list  of  the  General  Committee  of  the  party  to  which  he 
belonged:     I  tried  to  get  the  list,  but  could  not. 

Alderman  Cowing — Is  our  clerk  here?  What  organi- 
zation do  you  want  ? 

Mr.  Cole — That  to  which  you  belong. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  don't  belong  to  any.  I  belong 
to  the  great  Republican  party. 

Mr.  Cole — If  the  gentleman  will  give  the  clerk  of  the 
Committee  a  letter  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Republican 
Central  Committee,  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  list  can  be 
produced. 

Alderman  Cowing — (To  the  Clerk)  Will  you  have  a 
complete  list  of  the  Republican  Central  Committee  here 
at  the  next  meeting  ? 

Mr.  Cole — Or  ask  the  chairman  of  that  committee  to 
put  us  in  the  way  of  getting  that  list  ? 

24 
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Mr.  TowN8Ein>— May  I  suggest  that  the  request  be  made 
to  the  heads  of  the  diflferent  Republican  organizations,  bo 
that  Mr.  Tweed  may  have  time  to  examine  them  before 
the  next  meeting ;  and  let  me  also  suggest  that  the  names 
of  those  persons  who  were  in  the  different  organizations  in 
the  years  of  1865,  1866,  1867,  1868, 1869,  1870,  and  1871, 
may  also  be  obtained,  because  there  may  be  a  great  many 
persons  who  were  in  those  years  interested  in  the  frauds 
of  the  Ring,  and  from  that  statement  he  can  make  his 
selection. 

Alderman  Cowing  said  that,  as  far  as  lie  could,  he  would 
endeavor  to  procure  the  list,  and  would  give  to  the  clerk 
a  letter  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Republican  Central  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  CoLB — Before  I  proceed,  I  would  like  to  say 
this  in  regard  to  this  whole  matter — that  it  cannot  tend 
to  any  beneficial  result  for  the  witness  to  take  up  his  time 
in  examining  these  lists,  from  year  to  year,  unless  it  be 
proposed  to  connect  the  parties  with  something  illegal  or 
fraudulent.  Tiiere  was  handed  to  me  a  full  list  of  the  real 
estate  belonging  to  witness,  containing  a  list  of  his  various 
pieces  of  property  and  a  memorandum  at  the  foot  of 
<5ach  explaining  what  he  did  with  it.  Of  course  he  ought 
to  be  examined  rigidly  concerning  each  one  of  these 
cases;  but,  as  this  large  bundle  of  papei-s  has  just  been 
handed  to  me,  I  do  not  feel  in  the  position  to  examine  it 
with  regard  to  this  real  estate. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — That  list  was  not  handed  to  you  now 
for  that  purpose,  but  merely  in  order  that  it  may  appear 
before  the  public,  and  if  any  one  should  know  that  there 
is  any  misstatement  in  the  list,  he  will  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  ascertaining  and  exposing  it. 
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Aldermau  Cowing — Referring  to  lumping  the  votes 
instead  of  counting  them — that  is  a  very  important 
matter — have  you  been  able  to  ascertain  since  the  last 
meeting  the  names  of  the  parties  who  were  guilty  of  that 
fraudulent  practice  ? 

Mr.  Tweed — I  told  you,  at  the  last  meeting,  that  I 
would  not  have  much  time  to  make  the  examination.  I 
have  been  sick  for  two  days,  and  very  much  occupied 
when  I  was  well. 

Mr.  Cole — I  see  in  the  schedule  appended  to  your 
statement  of  property,  under  the  head  of  **  Payments 
since  the  Fall  of  1871,"  the  firet  item  is,  "  Paid  to  A.  J. 
Garvey  for  frescoing  house  in  Fifth  avenue,  $17,500  " — 
was  that  your  residence  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  Garvey  frescoed  it  for  me.  He  began 
suit  for  the  money  after  my  troubles  began,  and  I  paid 
him  the  money. 

Q,  Here  is  an  item,  "  Paid  to  Garfield  to  cancel  part- 
nership agreement  with  my  son  in  the  Metropolitan 
Hotel,  $20,000— what  was  that  for  ? 

A,  I  paid  the  money  to  get  him  out  of  the  partnership, 
and  I  considered  it  cheap  at  the  time. 

Q,  Again.  "  Paid  advances  to  and  losses  on  Metropoli- 
tan Hotel,  in  addition  to  $150,000  real  estate  to  Pettier  and 
Btymus ;  $4:50,000  during  two  years.  Was  there  a  loss 
of  $450,000  in  two  years  in  running  that  hotel  ? 

A.  Over  $600,000. 

Q.  Were  you  a  partner  in  that  hotel  ? 

A.  I  backed  my  son  in  it.  I  rented  the  house  from 
Mr.  A.  T.  Stewart  at  a  certain  rent  of  $90,000  a  year,  I 
believe,  and  furnished  it,  intending  it  as  a  present  for  my 
son. 
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Q,  And  $450,000  was  actually  paid  out  by  yon  ? 

A.  Over  $600,000— a  loss  of  over  $600,000. 

Q.  And  there  was  a  loss  over  and  above  the  real  estate 
which  yon  referred  to  as  transferred  to  Pottier  and 
Stymus.     What  was  that  real  estate  transaction  ? 

A.  There  was  a  piece  of  property  at  Fort  Washington, 
which  I  paid  $275,000.  1  put  it  into  the  hands  of  ray 
son,  and  he  transferred  it  to  Pottier  and  Stymus,  and 
I  never  handled  any  of  it.  Their  bill  for  furniture 
amounted  to  $190,000  or  $193,000— and  they  sold  the 
property  for  $150,000. 

Q.  (Reading  from  the  schedule) :  "  Expenses  of  my 
family's  tour  in  Europe  in  1872,  inclusive  of  $3,500  which 
was  in  Bowles  Eros.,  at  the  time  of  their  failure,  $30,000," 
— what  did  you  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

A.  That  explains  itself,  I  believe,  sir. 

Q.  "  Paid  to  James  Ingersoll,  in  full  settlement  of  his 
claim,  about  $100,000," — what  claim  was  that? 

A,  When  these  troubles  commenced  I  owed  him  quite 
a  large  sum  of  money  that  I  had  borrowed  from  him.  I 
paid  him  $50,000  in  October,  1S71,  and  some  in  1872— 
when  he  was  arrested.  Tie  allowed  me  $112,500  in  the 
settlement,  that  I  had  paid  out  for  him  in  Albany.  Above 
that  there  was  $100,000  and  some  hundreds,  I  don't  re- 
member now  exactly  how  much.  I  paid  him  a  few  hun- 
dreds in  money,  and  gave  him  for  the  balance  my  note  for 
$100,000,  which  was  substantially  paid;  but  he  denies  the 
payment,  and  claims  $112,000,  for  which  he  now  sues  me 
in  Connecticut. 

Q.  For  this  same  money  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  The  next  item  is  "Paid  to  Keyser  &  Co.,  or  Jackson 
8.  Schultze,  $30,u00  " 
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A,  Keyser  &  Co.  had  a  claim  against  me  for  $42,000. 
It  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Barlow  for  suit  against 
me — the  claim  having  been  transferred  to  Jackson  S. 
Schultze;  I  settled  it  for  $30,000  ;  I  paid  that  money  to 
Schultze  or  Barlow. 

Q,  As  the  attorneys  for  Keyser  &  Co.  ? 

A.  Schultze  was  the  man  that  sued,  and  Keyser  as- 
signed the  claim  to  Schultze,  and  Barlow  was  his  coun- 
sel 

Q,  The  next  item  is,  ^'  Paid  to  counsel  as  retaining  fees 
in  1871  and  1872,  about  $45,000,  as  per  checks  "—what  is 
that? 

A,  That  is  what  it  says — retainers  to  various  lawyers. 
I  have  the  checks  for  the  entire  amount. 

Q.  The  next  item  is  paid  for  expenses  for  family  dur- 
ing 1871,  1872  and  1873,  and  in  1874  and  1875,  $40,000 ; 
have  you  any  vouchers  to  substantiate  that  ? 

A.  None  at  all ;  but  that  is  about  the  amount,  I  think. 

Q,  How,  then,  did  you  arrive  at  those  figures. 

A.  I  knew  the  amount  I  had  to  expend — wliat  I  paid 
out,  and  about  what  the  maintenance  of  my  family  cost. 

Q,  Then  your  family  expenses  were  about  $50,000  per 
annum  in  1871,  1872  and  1873. 

A,  Not  less  than  that,  sir. 

Q,  The  next  item  is  **  To  expenses  and  expenditures  in 
escaping  from  Ludlow  Street  Jail,  and  in  Cuba  and  Spain, 
$60,000 ;"  what  do  you  mean  by  that  amount  spent  to 
escape. 

A,  I  mean  money  spent  in  aiding  me  to  escape. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  money  paid  to  officials. 

A.  I  mean  money  paid  to  parties  who  aided  me  in 
escaping — furnished  me  with  a  vessel,  and  otherwise 
assisted  me. 
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Q.  Were  any  of  those  parties  officials  of  the  city  of 
New  York  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  none  of  them  were  officials. 

Q,  What  kind  of  aid  did  yon  receive  ? 

A,  What  kind  of  aid  would  you  expect  when  you 
wanted  to  escape  and  couldn't.  I  don't  propose  to  tell 
you  all,  and  if  I  could,  I  don't  think  it  is  proper  to  tell 
you.  I  tried  to  get  away,  and  got  away ;  and  if  I  hadn't 
been  kidnapped,  I  would  have  been  away  still. 

Q,  How  could  you  escape  from  Ludlow  Street  Jail, 
without  paying  money  to  some  official  to  enable  you  to 
get  away? 

A.  Well,  that  is  a  question  I  could  answer,  but  I  don't 
think  it  is  proper  or  necessary.  I  did  not  escape  from 
the  jail,  however,  but  left  ray  own  house. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  swear  that  none  of  this  money  was 
paid  to  any  policemen  or  officials,  or  to  any  one  in  the  pay 
of  the  city  and  county  of  New  York  ? 

A.  I  positively  said  so  once  and  repeat  it — not  one  dol- 
lar. 

Q,  How  much  of  this  sum  of  $60,000  was  connected 
with  your  escape  from  Ludlow  street  jail  ? 

A,  All  of  it. 

Q,  You  also  say  "  Cuba  and  Spain  ?'* 

A,  That  was  a  part  of  my  escape. 

Q.  I  mean  how  much  was  paid  out  to  secure  your  es- 
cape from  New  York  ? 

A,  I  cannot  say  precisely,  I  cannot  separate  it.  It  was 
all  paid  in  procuring  my  escape. 

Q,  Did  you  pay  it  yourself  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  The  next  item  is  paid  for  ad\'ances  for  pay-roll  of 
laborers  in  departments  $18,000? 
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Mr.  TowNSEND — It  is  not  necessary  to  go  into  particu- 
lars. Mr.  Tweed  had  not  referred  to  these  matters  more 
in  detail,  because  he  was  desirous  to  avoid  mentioning 
the  names  of  persons  who  had  nothing  to  do  with  this  in- 
vestigation and  whom  he  felt  he  should  not  mention.  I 
will  simply  say  for  him,  however,  that  the  report  of 
his  escape  published  in  Harper^ a  Weekly  was  perfectly 
correct ;  and  any  one  who  wanted  to  read  the  romance  of 
Mr.  Tweed's  life  could  get  it  there. 

Mr.  Cole — I  do  not  want  to  know  anything  about  that. 
I  merely  wanted  to  know  if  any  officials  had  aided  him  in 
his  escape.  None  having  done  so,  my  interest  in  that 
matter  is  brought  to  a  close. 

Q.  I  shall  repeat  the  question — What  do  you  mean  by 
the  item  of  $18,000  advanced  to  pay  laborers'  pay-rolls  in 
various  departments  in  1871  1 

A.  In  1871,  in  the  latter  part  of  October,  Judge  Bar- 
nard was  applied  to  by  Mr.  John  Foley  for  an  injunc- 
tion, which  he  granted,  which  prevented  the  Comptroller 
from  paying  off  any  of  the  pay-rolls.  Some  of  the  laborers 
were  very  poor  and  needed  their  money  badly.  I  had  a 
note  for  $50,000  indorsed  by  my  son  and  Mr.  Sweeney,  dis- 
counted it  in  the  Broadway  National  Bank,  and  advanced 
the  money  to  pay  the  laborers.  Thirty-two  thousand  dol- 
lars have  been  paid  back  to  me,  but  the  remaining  $18,- 
000  Mr.  Green  refused  to  pay,  and  I  don't  suppose  it  will 
ever  be  paid. 

Q.  What  about  the  item  "  Paid  in  1872,  1873,  1874, 
1875,  to  detectives,  lawyers,  printers,  stenographers,  and 
traveling  expenses  to  the  following  gentlemen:  David 
Dudley  Field,  William  Fullerton,  A.  J.  Vanderpoel,  Au- 
gustus L,  Brown,  John  E.  Burrill,  W.  O.  Bartlett,  Willard 
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Bartlett,  William  Edelsten,  Greorge  F.  Comstock,  John 
Ganson,  Elihu  Root,  E.  R.  Bacon,  John  Reynolds,  Field 
&  Deyo,  E.  W.  Stoughton,  John  Graham,  and  others 
throughout  the  State,  $400,000."  Does  that  $400,000 
represent  the  fees  actually  paid  to  your  counsel  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  there  were  other  law  expenses ;  printing 
was  a  large  item. 

Q,  Stretching  over  those  years  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Have  you  vouchers  to  substantiate  that  ? 

A.  I  have  very  few  vouchers  left ;  but  I  think  I  can 
substantiate  all  I  have  said. 

Q.  The  next  item  is  "Paid  the  Tenth  National  Bank,  in 
settlement  $100,000  ; "  what  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

A.  Paying  notes  under  protest,  and  notes  which  I  had 
indorsed  for  other  parties,  which  were  under  protest ;  I 
paid  them  all  I  could— about  $100,000. 

Q.  Ilave  you  any  voucher  to  show  that  ? 

A.  It  is  a  matter  of  record  in  the  bank  ;  the  bank  ac- 
count will  show  it. 

Q.  Do  you  think  the  bank  books  will  show  it  ? 

A.  They  should  do  so. 

Q.  The  next  item  in  the  schedule  is  headed  "  Losses 
since  1871  on  property  in  Sixty-third  street  and  Third 
avenue,  $25,000  ;  what  is  that? 

A.  I  purchased  that  property  at  one  price,  and  sold  it 
at  another.     My  net  loss  in  the  transaction  was  $25,000. 

^.  The  next  item  is  '^Loss  on  Westchester  County  Val- 
ley farm,  $50,000  ? " 

A.  That  is  the  sum. 

Q.  There  is  a  long  list  of  losses  on  diflFerent  pieces  of 
property  ? 

A.  They  are  all  fully  explained  in  this  schedule.    That 
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IB  merely  a  recapitulation  of  what  the  scliedule  details. 
The  list  of  losses  since  1871  is  as  follows : 

Sixty-third  street  and  Third  avenue  property. .  $25,000 

Westchester  Valley  farm 50,000 

Stable  in  Fortieth  street  and  steam  yacht. . . .  10,000 

Circle  property 110,000 

Duane  street  property 140,000 

Sixty-third  street,  near  Ninth  avenue ;  40,000 

Fifty-seventli  street 20,000 

Twenty-third  street 10,000 

Forty-second  street 3,000 

Eighth  avenue,  near  Seventy-lirst  street 8,250 

Seventy -fourth  street,  near  Eleventh  avenue . .  16,400 

Harlem  Court-house 100,000 

Fort  Washington  property 125,000 

Eighty-third  and    Eighty-fourth  streets,  near 

Ninth  avenue 65,000 

Ninth  street,  near  Third  avenue . 12,000 

Oliver  street 7,000 

Stables  in  Mercer  street 53,000 

Fifth  Avenue  House .' 153,000 

One  Hundred  and  Fifth  street   and   Fourth 

avenue 85,000 

Eighth  avenue,  near  One  Hundred  and  Thir- 
teenth street 100,000 

Broadway,  near  Twenty-first  street 200,000 

Guardian  Savings  Bank 40,000 

Losses $1,206,150 

Q,  This  shows  from  whom  you  purchased  the  property 
you  owned,  and  to  whom  you  sold  it ! 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q,  Is  there  anything  else  in  this  schedule,  or  any  other 
information  that  will  aid  me  in  examining  into  these  mat- 
ters? 

A,  Not  that  I  know.      I  don't  know  of  anything. 

Q,  Some  time  ago  you  were  asked  in  reference  to  all 
your  real  estate  which  you  ever  had,  and  this  schedule,  I 
understand,  is  your  answer  in  detail,  explaining  what  be- 
came of  each  piece  of  property  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  all  that  I  owned  since  1871. 

Mr.  Cole — I  think  I  have  nothing  else  to  day  which  I 
would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Tweed. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — There  was  something  sot  forth  in  the 
statement  published  in  the  Herald  wliicli  referred  to  the 
manner  in  which  certain  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeals 
were  elected  ;  it  seems  to  me  that  the  matter  should  not  be 
looked  over,  and  that  some  examination  siiould  be  made 
of  Mr.  Tweed  in  regard  to  it,  in  justice  to  the  Judges  them- 
selves and  to  the  people,  because  if  these  gentlemen  were 
not  aware  of  the  manner  in  which  they  had  been  elected, 
as  stated,  tliey  should  not  be  held  accountable  for  any 
illegal  practices.  If  they  were,  they  were  engaged  in  a 
business  worse  than  anytliiug  charged  against  Mr.  Tweed, 
and  I  think  that  an  examination  should  be  carefully  had 
to  find  out  whether  these  gentlemen  had  been  connected 
with  such  improper  and  illegal  proceeding:^. 


Mr.  Cole  considered  that  tiie  course  suggested  was 
wholly  unnecessary,  because  the  so-called  confession  of 
Mr.  Tweed  contained  no  allegation  of  any  sort  against  any 
member  of  the  Court  of  Ap|>eals,  not  even  an  intimation 
that  any  one  of  them  was  even  cognizant  of  any  irregu- 
larities in  the  election   by  which  he  was  elevated   to  the 
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bench.  That  it  was  most  important  not  only  that  the 
Judges  of  our  Conrt  of  last  resort  should  be  in  fact  pure 
and  incorruptible,  but  also  that  they  should,  if  possible, 
be  protected  from  being  lightly  accused,  and  from  being 
put  on  the  defensive  unnecessarily.  In  this  matter  they 
had  not  been  accused,  and  therefore  there  was  nothing 
concerning  them  to  be  examined  into. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — I  don't  think  that  my  learned  friend 
has  any  more  respect  for  the  Court  of  Appeals  than  I 
have 

Mr.  CoLK — Oh,  certainly  not. 

Mr.  TowNSKND — I  would  cheerfully  acquiesce  in  the 
course  suggested  by  the  counsel  for  the  Committee,  had  it 
not  been  for  some  intimations  I  received  that  the  charac- 
ters of  those  gentlemen  had  been  somewhat  disparaged 
by  the  statements  in  that  so-called  ^  confession  ;"  and  if 
these  gentlemen  had  not  been  implicated  in  any  illegal 
practices  when  they  were  elected,  or  had  not  been  cog- 
nizant of  any  improper  means  by  which  they  were  made 
to  run  ahead  of  their  ticket,  the  fullest  notoriety  should 
be  given  to  that  fact. 

Thereupon  the  Committee  directed  the  matter  to  be  in- 
quired into. 

By  Mr.  Cole — 

Q,  I  am  directed  by  the  Committee  to  ask  whether  you 
know  anything  which  connects  any  member  of  the  Court 
of  Appeals  with  any  improper  practices — whereby  any  of 
them  were  elected  to  the  position  of  Judge  of  the  Court 
of  Appeals  ? 

A.  Nothing  in  the  remotest  degree. 
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Q.  You  don't  mean  by  your  statement  which  has  been 
called  your  "  confession,"  to  intimate  that  either  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  who  are  therein  named 
were  a  party  to,  or  cognizant  of,  the  method  by  which 
he  was  made  to  run  ahead  of  his  party  ticket  in  the  City 
of  New  York  ? 

A.  I  don't,  and  1  don't  think  any  person  could  read 
that  statement,  and  so  construe  it. 

Mr.  TowNSEND — Now  I  think  you  have  done  justice  to 
the  judges. 

Alderman  Lewis  then  said  that,  as  the  examination  had 
proceeded  as  far  as  Mr.  Cole  was  prepared  to  go,  the  in- 
vestigation would  now  stand  adjourned  until  Saturday 
next  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


FOURTEENTn  DAY. 


October  20,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Slevin, 

"         Lewis, 
*'         Cowing. 

Alderman  Lewis,  the  Chairman,  called  the  Committee 
to  order. 

On  motion,  the  reading  of  the  minutes  of  the  previous 
meeting  was  dispensed  with. 
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Major  QuiNCY  apologized  to  the  Committee  for  the 
delay  of  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Tweed,  which  was  unavoid- 
able. 

Mr.  Cole — 1  had  intended,  this  morning,  to  proceed 
with  the  examination  of  Mr.  Taintor,  an  expert,  who  was 
employed  by  Comptroller  Green,  during  his  term  of  oflSce, 
to  work  up  the  evidence  in  these  Ring  matters.  But  Mr. 
Taintor  was  taken  unwell  on  Friday,  and  went  home  yes- 
terday morning  to  be  back  at  noon  on  Monday.  As  the 
regular  couree  that  I  have  marked  out  in  my  mind  for 
this  examination  requires  that,  at  this  stage,  Mr.  Taintor 
should  be  put  on  the  stand,  I  would  suggest  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  suspend  the  investigation  until  Wednesday  next, 
when  1  expect  to  have  Mr.  Taintor  present. 

Alderman  Lewis — Why  not  Monday  ? 

Mr.  Cole — Monday  would  suit  me  very  well,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  Mr.  Taintor  will  not  be  here  by  that  time. 

Alderman  Lewis — Before  we  adjourn,  Mr.  Tweed, 
I  should  like  to  ask  you  one  or  two  questions  in  regard  to 
the  Capitol  at  Albany,  in  which  the  city  of  New  York 
has  half  an  interest  ? 

Q,  Yon  are  conversant  with  the  building  of  the  Capi- 
tol at  Albany — had  you  an  interest  in  a  stone  quarry  at 
that  time  ? 

A.  1  had. 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  Committee  the  particulars  con- 
nected with  the  erection  of  the  Capitol,  and  who  were 
connected  with  it  ? 

A.  That  was  connected  with  the  whole  matter.  The 
facts  are  that  the  original  commission  for  the  construction 
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of  the  Capitol  consisted  of  three.  They  were  afterwards 
superseded  by  a  commission  of  eight,  who  quarreled  amongst 
themselves.  There  was  a  gentleman  named  Latham,  who 
was  all  the  time  making  charges  against  them  ;  and  an  in- 
vestigation was  had,and  the  commissioners  decided  to  get  rid 
of  Latham,  if  it  could  be  done.  There  was  only  one  way  to 
do  that,  and  that  was  by  the  introduction  of  a  new  bill, 
and  to  have  a  new  commission  appointed.  At  that  time, 
Mr.  Hamilton  Harris  was  one  of  the  members  of  the 
commission,  and  he  called  upon  me  at  my  rooms  at  the  Del- 
avan  House.  He  had  been  for  some  years  acting  as 
agent  for  the  Erie  Railroad  Company,  presuming  I  had 
influence  with  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  before 
whom  the  Supply  Bill  was  under  consideration,  and  he 
consulted  with  me  in  relation  to  the  matter.  Finally,  we 
agreed  to  put  in  a  new  commission,  consisting  of  three 
Democrats  and  three  Bepublicans,  and  he  was  to  have  the 
control  of  them.  The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
agreed  upon  that,  and  to  give  the  commission  an  appro- 
priation of  $650,000  for  that  year.  That  was  done,  and 
the  commission  was  appointed.  I  had  an  understanding 
with  Harris  that  he  was  to  name  that  commission,  and  that 
the  stone  for  the  building:  was  to  come  from  the  Hallo- 
well  Stone  Quarry  Company,  up  in  Maine,  in  which  Mr. 
John  R.  Briggs,  formerly  a  supervisor  of  this  city,  had 
an  interest.  That  company  gave  me  $200,000  of  their 
stock,  and  Harris  was  to  take  charge  of  the  entire  work 
and  get  what  percentage  be  could  from  the  diflferent  con- 
tractors and  divide  with  me  what  he  got.  1  never  got  a 
dollar  from  him.  Shortly  after  the  session  of  the  Legis- 
lature our  troubles  in  this  city  commenced.  Subsequently, 
Harris  waited  on  me,  and  I  handed  him  back  the  stock, 
as  I  found  I  could  not  be  any  use  to  him.     The  stone,  I 
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believe,  was  furnished  by  the  Bartlett  Stone  Quarry 
Company,  whore  the  stone  for  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  was  got. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Harris  hold  any  official  position  at  that 
time} 

A.  He  was  then  a  member  of  the  Capitol  Commission. 

Q,  Was  he  interested  in  this  stone  quarry  that  you 
speak  of? 

A,  I  believe  he  was  interested,  but  I  do  not  know  pre- 
cisely whether  he  was  or  not.  I  supposed  he  was.  I 
never  knew  anything  about  the  working  of  that  quarry, 
except  that  I  got  this  stock  from  Mr.  Briggs,  which  I 
afterwards  handed  back  to  him. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Was  Harris  a  State  Sen- 
ator at  that  time. 

A,  No,  sir,  he  held  no  elective  office.  He  was  ap- 
pointed one  of  the  commissioners. 

Q.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  of  his  having 
been  guilty  of  any  fraud  in  any  way.  shape  or  manner  ? 

A.  I  understood  afterwards  that  he  received  a  per- 
centage or  commission,  but  I  do  not  know  it  of  my  own 
personal  knowledge.  I  understood  that,  all  the  while  the 
building  was  going  on,  that  he  was  receiving 

Q.  That  was  hearsay — was  it? 

A.  I  heard  it  from  the  party  who  said  that  he  had 
handed  him  the  money. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Lewis) — I  understood  you  to  say  that 
you  had  an  arrangement  with  him  by  which  you  were  to 
be  paid  a  percentage? 

A.  I  had. 

Q,  Was  that  made  personally  with  you  or  with  some- 
body else  ? 

A.  It  was  made  personally  with  me,  at  my  room  at  the 
Delavan  House,  in  Albany. 
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Q.  He  held  no  office  at  that  time  ? 

A.  No  elective  office — an  appc)inted  office  only. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Slevin) — I  underetood  you  to  say 
that  he  was  one  of  the  Commissioners  for  the  Building  of 
the  Capitol  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;    he  was — and  he  was  in  the  new  commls 
sion,  also. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Colk) — With  regard  to  this  hearsay  evi- 
dence, Mr.  Tweed,  tliat  you  have  spoken  of,  who  told  you 
that  this  gentleman  had  an  interest  in  this  quarry  ? 

A,  A  gentleman  who  was  present  when  I  made  the 
original  arrangement  with  Mr.  Harris. 

Q.  Who  was  that  ? 

A,  I  decline  to  give  his  name  at  present 

Q.  Is  he  available  as  a  witness  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir  ;  he  is. 

Q.  Can  you  point  out  to  the  Committee  who  he  is,  and 
where  he  is? 

A.  I  can,  and  will. 

Q,  Is  it  your  judgment  that  he  would  obey  a  summons 
to  come  here  and  testify  ? 

A.  I  am  satisfied  that  ho  would. 

Q,  Then  that  being  the  case,  upon  what  ground  do 
you  place  your  refusal  to  give  his  name  ? 

A,  That  whenever  I  have  given  a  name,  means  have 
been  used  to  obtain  information  from  that  party  to  ray 
detriment.  I  am  prepared  to  give  his  name  to  the  Com- 
mittee privately  at  the  proper  time. 

Q.  When  do  you  consider  the  proper  time  ?    . 

A.  Any  time  when  the  Committee  is  in  session  pri- 
vately, and  when  I  can  give  it  without  the  name  being 
published. 

Mr.  Cole — I  would  suggest  to  the  Committee  that  the 
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witness  shonld  be  obliged  to  answer,  and  give  his  name 
publicly,  or  privately,  if  the  Committee  so  desired^HM) 
that  he  could  be  snbjXBnacd  as  a  witness. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  think  it  would  be  far  more  conducive  to 
the  purposes  of  this  examination  to  give  it  privately,  than 
to  have  it  published  all  over  the  country. 

Mr.  Cole — I  think  if  there  be  anybody  who  knows 
these  facts,  that  he  ought  to  be  subpoenaed  at  once. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — I  understand  yon  to  say 
that  you  are  not  aware  that  any  one  received  any  commis- 
sion or  percentage  from  this  arrangement. 

A.  I  am  not  aware  ;  I  never  received  a  dollar. 

Mr.  Lewis — It  has  been  suggested,  Mr.  Tweed,  that  yoa 
hand  that  name  to  the  counsel  privately. 

Mr.  Cole — For  the  purpose  of  having  him  subpoenaed. 

Mr.  Tweed — I  will  do  so. 

[Mr.  Tweed  here  wrote  down  the  name  on  a  piece  of 
paper  and  handed  it  to  the  counsel.] 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — You  are  liere,  of  course,. 
to  state  all  you  know  about  the  Ring  transactions. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Alderman  Cowing — Will  you  please  intimate  to  the- 
Committee— you  are  more  conversant  with  these  mattera 
than  they  can  be — if  there  is  any  other  subject  about  which 
yoa  can  give  information,  and  about  which  yau  have  not 
been  questioned.     If  so,  please  state  all  you  know  ? 

A.  That  can  best  be  developed  by  asking  me  qnestiona 
about  them. 
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Q.  Have  you  any  other  information  in  reference  to  the 
fiing  frauds,  other  than  tliat  which  you  have  aheady 
given ;  if  so,  state  without  being  particularly  interrogated! 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  at  present ;  I  can  best  remem- 
ber things  by  having  them  called  to  my  mind  by  ques- 
tions. Since  I  came  before  this  Committee  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge  matter,  the  Capitol  question,  and  many  other  things 
have  been  brought  to  my  mind,  which  have  escaped  my 
recollection.  I  cannot  keep  my  memory  upon  these  things 
all  the  time,  and  bring  them  out  without  my  mind  being 
lead  to  them. 

Q.  And  you  do  not  think  of  anything  more,  now,  in 
connection  with  the  frauds  on  the  city,  that  you  have  not 
already  been  interrogated  upon  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  of  anything  else,  now,  sir. 

Mr.  CoLB — I  want  Mr.  Taintor  on  the  stand,  before  I 
go  any  further. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned  to  Wednesday  next, 
tho  24th  inst.,  at  11  a.  m. 
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FIFTEENTH    DAY. 


OCTOBEB   24,   1877—11  A.  M. 

Present — ^Alderman  Lewis, 

"  Slkvin, 

"  Cowing. 

The  Chaibman  (Aldennan  Lewis)  called  the  meeting  to 
order. 

On  motion,  the  reading  of  the  minutes  of  the  previous 
meeting  was  dispensed  with. 

Alderman  Cowing — Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire  to  make  a 
few  remarks  on  this  occasion.  Senator  Harris  has  left  his 
home,  at  some  inconvenience,  to  be  present  here  before 
the  Committee  to-day  to  meet  such  accusations  as  his  un- 
known and  unnamed  accuser  shall  bring  against  him. 
Senator  Harris  is  now  present,  and  denies  the  charges 
made  impugning  his  conduct  while  acting  as  a  Commis- 
sioner for  building  the  ('apitol.  He  has  left  an  exciting 
political  contest  to  be  present  here  to  refute  these  charges, 
and  it  is  but  just  to  him  that  at  least  twenty-four  hours 
before  the  election  should  be  allowed  to  him  for  that  pur- 
pose. He  is  ready  to  meet  any  charge  to  be  brought 
against  him  by  this  unknown  accuser,  who  has  been  sub- 
poenaed to  be  in  attendance  before  this  Committee,  but 
who,  as  I  have  been  informed  by  counsel,  has  refused  to 
come  here  and  testify.  Senator  Harris  was  desirous  to 
clear  his  character  from  the  imputation  made  against  it,  and 
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that  as  mnch  publicity  should  be  given  to  his  refutation 
may  be  given  to  the  charge  itself.  Now,  if  this  man,  who, 
it  was  said,  would  corroborate  the  testimony  of  Tweed,  is 
present,  the  Senator  is  here  ready  to  meet  him  ;  and  my 
associates,  I  am  sure,  will  agree  with  me  that  this  matter 
should  not  be  deferred  to  so  late  a  day  as  to  operate  in- 
jnriously  against  the  Senator  in  the  public  mind,  notwith- 
standing his  ability  to  exculpate  himself  completely  from 
the  charges. 

Mr.  CoLK — At  the  last  session  of  the  Committee,  Mr. 
Tweed,  after  making  some  allegations  against  Senator 
Harris,  said  that  these  allegations  could  be  substantiated 
by  a  witness  whose  name  he  privately  furnished  to  the 
Committee.  The  name  of  that  witness  was  John  Bridgo- 
ford,  of  Albany.  A  subpoena  has  since  been  made  out 
and  served  upon  John  Bridgeford,  in  the  city  of  Albany, 
commanding  him  to  appear  before  this  Committee  to-day. 
The  afhdavit  of  the.  server  is  to  the  effect  that  he  had 
served  the  subpoena  on  John  Bridgeford  on  tlie  22d  of 
October,  1877,  at  his  residence,  286  State  street,  iu  the 
city  of  Albany.  I  am  informed  by  the  person  who 
served  the  subpoena,  that  Mr.  J^ridgeford  would  appear 
before  the  Committee  today,  and  he  actually  came  to 
the  city  last  night.  I  saw  him,  and  he  then  informed 
me  that  he  had  been  advised  by  his  counsel  in  the  city  of 
Albany,  not  to  appear  before  the  Committee  at  the  pres- 
ent time.  At  the  same  time  he  said  that  he  would  leave 
a  statement  in  the  shape  of  a  letter  to  the  Committee,  in- 
forming them  of  all  he  knew  concerning  the  matter  in 
question.  I  told  him  that  my  impi*ession  was  that  the 
Committee  would  enforce  liis  attendance,  and  that  he  would 
be  compelled  to  appear  before  them  by  an  attachment — 
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bnt  that  I  should  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  ^the 
C!ommittee.  lie  left  mo  about  half  past-nine  o'clock,  say- 
ing that  he  intended  to  return  to  the  city  of  Albany  by 
the  train  which  left  here,  I  think,  between  half  past  ten 
and  eleven  o'clock  last  evening.  That  is  all  the  informa- 
tion I  can  give  the  Committee  on  the  subject. 

Alderman  Cowing  thought  the  statement  of  Mr.  Bridge- 
lord  sliould  not  be  received  by  the  Committee,  as  it  pre- 
cludes Senator  Harris  from  the  opportunity  of  cross-ex- 
amining his  accuser,  a  privilege  which  would  be  denied 
lira  if  the  statement  were  received  alone.  Senator  Harris 
Tinderstood  that  Mr.  Bridgeford  would  be  exandned  this 
xnorning,  and  that  was  the  reason  of  his  attendanca 

Mr.  Cole — Here  is  the  communication  to  which  I  refer 
-(producing  Mr.  Bridgeford's  statement). 

Alderman  Cowing  asked  that  the  statement  should  be 
suppressed,  otherwise  it  would  give  the  charges  publicity 
without  the  benefit  of  the  cross  examination  to  which 
Senator  Harris  was  entitled  ;  and  it  was  eminently  unfair 
if  parties  were  permitted  to  come  here  and  make  charges 
on  a  written  statement  against  any  gentleman  holding  a 
high  position  in  the  community,  and  then  be  permitted  to 
skulk  away  from  the  city  without  having  those  charges 
scrutinized.  He  thought  such  charges  unworthy  of  notice. 

Mr.  CoLK — They  certainly  have  no  weight  as  evidence. 

Alderman  Cowing  moved  that  the  communication  sent 
to  the  counsel  by  Mr.  Bridgeford  be  returned  to  the 
counsel ;  and  that,  as  far  as  this  (Committee  is  concerned, 
no  notice  be  taken  of  it. 

Mr.   Cole — The  communication   is  addressed   to  the 
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Committee,  and  is  now  in  their  custody  to  do  what  they 
please  with  it.  I  don't  wish  to  have  anything  to  do  with 
it. 

After  a  brief  consultation,  the  Committee  decided  to 
take  no  notice  whatever  of  Mr.  Bridgeford's  written  state- 
ment. The  Committee  directed  their  Attorney,  Mr.  Cole, 
to  procure  an  attachment  against  John  Bridgeford,  com- 
pelling him  to  appear  before  them  to  testify. 

Alderman  Lewis  then  notified  Senator  Harris  that  he 
would  be  given  full  opportunity  to  examine  any  or  all 
witnesses  who  may  testify  against  him  imputing  mis- 
conduct in  office. 

Hpznry  F.  Taintor  was  then  sworn  and  examined,  as 
follows : 

By  Mr.  Colk  : 

Q.  What  is  your  full  name  ? 

A.  Henry  F.  Taintor. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 

A.  I  have  been  engaged  for  about  six  years  ingather- 
ing, arranging,  presenting,  and  apj)lying  or  suggesting  the 
application  of  tlie  evidence  so  gathered,  in  relation  to  the 
Ring  frauds  and  the  discomfiture  of  the  Ring  thieves  for 
the  benefit  of  the  city — the  frauds  committed  prior  to 
1872,  between  the  1st  of  January,  1868,  and  the  middle 
of  1871 — three  years  and  a  quarter. 

Q,  Have  you  been  employed  by  the  Finance  Depart- 
ment of  the  city  to  investigate  the  Ring  frauds? 

A,  It  was  under  that  department. 

Q,  From  what  data  have  you  made  up  your  personal 
knowledge  of  the  Ring  Frauds  ? 
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A.  The  fonndation  of  them  has  been  certain  warrants 
and  vouchers,  found  in  the  Comptroller's  office,  represent- 
ing the  basis  for  tliese  payments,  and  the  tracing  of  those 
warrants  to  their  destination,  so  far  as  could  be ;  and  the 
tracing  of  the  payments  against  those  warrants  as  far  as 
could  be.  That  has  been  the  foundation  of  the  results 
obtained. 

Q,  Then  you  have  relied  upon  documentary  evidence 
principally  ? 

A .  That  was  the  foundation  of  it ;  but  there  were  facts 
developed  from  time  to  time,  and  circumstances  which 
have  gone  to  corroborate  the  discoveries  thus  made,  and 
which  have  led  to  new  channels. 

Q.  Well,  you  began  your  investigation  by  examining 
the  operations  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  1868,  and 
prior  to  that  time,  did  you  not  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  my  attention  was  first  called  by  Governor 
Tilden,  or  Mr.  Tilden,  before  he  was  elected  Governor,  to 
the  Special  Audit  (that  was  in  1 871)— to  the  last  $6,000,000 
of  county  warrants  paid  under  the  Special  Board  of  Audit ; 
but  subsequent  developments  brought  me  to  an  anterior 
period — to  the  let  of  January,  1868 — and  there  I  com- 
menced to  develop  up  to  the  time  the  Special  Audits  com- 
menced. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  give  as  succinct  an  account  as  prac- 
ticable of  the  personnel  and  operations  of  what  is  known 
as  the  Supervisors'  Ring,  giving  the  names,  and  dates,  and 
amounts  in  a  succinct  way.  I  want  first  to  know  in  gene- 
ral the  history  of  that  Ring,  as  far  as  you  have  discovered 
from  the  records  and  documents  you  have  examined  ? 

A,  W(.^ll,  I  found  a  large  number  of  warrants  and  a 
portion  of  the  vouchers  all  drawn  in  favor  of  certain 
names,  which  previous  evidence  had  shown  to   be  con- 
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nected  with  fitiudnlent  transactions.  They  were  eithei 
entirely  frandulent  or  a  lar«:e  element  of  fraud  was  eon- 
nected  with  them.  These  warrants  I  found  generally 
went  to  tlie  credit  of  one  or  two  parties  in  certain  banks ; 
snd  I  found  that  there  were  payments  made  simul- 
taneously with  the  deposits — ^generally  within  one,  two  or 
three  days,  to  certain  portions  of  that  money — although  for 
some  time  (say  three  or  four  years)  I  was  nnal)le  to  ascer- 
tain the  percentage  which  those  checks  represented.  If  I 
had  had  access  to  the  vouchei-s,  I  could  have  ascertained 
it  long  before ;  but  the  vcmchere  were  abstracted  from  the 
Finance  Department.  I  found  that  the  cUiiins  those  war- 
rants represented  had,  according  to  the  printed  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  passed  that  body 
in  a  very  irregular  and  informal  manner.  I  found  that 
in  some  cases  there  were  no  dates  on  them,  and  in  some 
not  even  the  years  in  which  tlie  bills  had  accrued ;  and 
thev  were  often  without  items,  and  showed  on  their  face 
very  great  carelessness  (to  say  the  least)  both  in  the  man- 
ner they  were  drawn  up  and  in  their  passage  through  the 
Board  of  Supervisors.  I  found  that,  generally,  those  bills 
were  referred  to  a  Conimittee  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors, and  passed  upon  by  the  Board  on  the  same  day — 
the  Committee  reporting  immediately,  apparently  without 
exann'nation.  It  looked  like  going  through  a  form,  rather 
than  examining  the  merits  cf  the  claim.  In  1 808  there  was 
a  law  passed  giving  the  Comptroller  the  supreme  authority 
to  settle  and  adjust  the  claims  against  the  city  and  county. 
I  believe  that  the  law  required  that  the  claimants  should 
go  through  the  form  of  commencing  actions,  but,  I  think, 
that  that  was  entirely  ignored.  I  found  that,  under  that 
law,  there  were  about  $0,000,000  adjusted  or  paid — 
$6,500,000,  I  think.     I  found  that  all  the  bills  that  had 
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previously  passed  the  Board  ^)f  Supervisora  had  been  ab- 
sorbed by  tlie  Comptroller  in  anditing  the  claims — that 
the  re^'ords  of  the  Board  of  Snpervi^jors  had  been  swept 
clean. 

Q,  No  more  claims  left  i 

A.  None  bnt  a  fesv  trifling  ones — and  that  the  warrants 
were  generally  drawn  for  a  certain  set  of  names,  and  that 
they  always  went  to  the  same  destinations — and  were  dis- 
tribiited  np<in  an  exact  i)ercentage  in  the  same  way  as 
private  jmrtners  distributed  their  gains  in  business— upon 
a  system  of  percentage  varying  at  different  periods. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  warrants  were  generally  drawn  to 
a  certain  set  of  names? 

A.  1  es,  sir. 

Q,  What  names  were  the  warrants  generally  drawn 
to? 

A.  The  first  one  I  hav(;  on  my  list  here  is  January  20, 
1868,  dmwn  to  the  order  of  Ingersoll,  Watson  &  Co., 
but  that  name  I  will  say,  however,  does  not  appear  in 
Bubseqnent  dates.  Then  there  is  Keyser  &  Co.,  George 
S.  Miller,  Archibald  Hall,  Jr.,  Andrew  J.  Garvey,  C.  11. 
Jacobus,  Gregg  &  J3rothei*s;  in  connection  with  this  last 
name  I  do  not  desire  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  they 
were  guilty  of  any  wrong,  because  there  is  evidence  to  the 
contrary  ;  but  the  name  appears  in  connection  with  these 
fraudulent  transactions,  and  it  was  probably  assumed  and 
played  upon  by  others.  There  were  also  W.  1).  llowe  & 
Co.,  Seymour  &  Co.,  T.  W.  Ilowe  &  Co.,  Ingersoll  &  Co., 
D.  T.  Barnard  &  Sons,  the  New  York  Printing  Company, 
the  Transcmpt  Association,  J.  McBride,  Davidson  &  Co., 
the  East  Chester  Quarry  Company,  C.  Lockwood  &  Co., 
James  H.  Monaghan,  Allen  and  Stevens,  J.  W.  Smith, 
Gregg  &  Co.,  J.  I).  Black  &  Sons,  C.  D.   Boiler  &  Co., 
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(that  18  a  name  assumed  by  Ingei'soll),  J.  O.  Seymour, 
Kennard  &  Hay,  A.  TI.  Smith  (anotlier  name  assumed 
by  Ingersoll),  A.  W.  Lockwood,  James  Cavanagh,  R.  J. 
Hennessy,  who  represented  Garvey ;  J.  G.  Benchard  (also 
representing  Garvey),  M.  W.  Davis  (representing  Inger- 
soll), T.  C.  Cashman  (representing  Garvey),  Alonzo 
March  (I  presume  representing  Ingersoll  &  Co.,  bnt  I 
have  never  been  able  to  establish  tlie  identity  of  the  in- 
dividual), P.  Donnarnmma  (representing  Garvey),  P. 
MeKnight,  New  York  Metallic  Rooting  Company,  A.  G» 
Miller  (representing  Ingersoll),  P.  C.  Kingsland,  Halsey 
&  Co.  (representing  Ingei-soll,  to  a  large  extent,  at  least), 
manufacturing  stationers. 

Q,  Who  composed  the  Manufacturing  Stationers? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know ;  I  reckon  it  was  a  creature  of 
the  Ring — the  same  as  the  New  York  Printing  ("ompany 
and  the  New  York  Transcript  Association.  Those  are  all 
that  my  eye  strikes  now  on  tlie  list.  These  warrants  I  de- 
sire to  say  that  were  drawn  in  those  different  names  I  be- 
lieve I  have  positive  evidence  that  a  large  element  of  fraud 
existed  in  all  of  them.  Some  of  them,  I  believe,  to  be 
wholly  and  entirely  fraudulent,  and  others  partially  so.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  in  each  case  the  parties  whose 
names  were  used  were  willing  accomplices  in  the  frauds ; 
but  generally  they  were  so.  They  genemlly  connived  and 
aided  in  their  perpetration. 

Q.  Now,  in  the  first  place,  who  were  the  committees  of 
the  Board  of  Audit,  or  Board  of  Supervisors,  who  passed 
those  fraudulent  claims? 

A.  They  were  referred  to  different  committees  on  differ- 
ent days.  It  didn't  seem  to  make  much  difference  to 
what  conmaittee  they  were  referred.  They  always  went 
through. 
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Q.  They  were  referred  to  different  members  of  the 
Board? 

A,  Yes,  to  different  committees.  Some  of  them  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Law,  and  some  of  them  to 
other  committees,  I  don't  think  they  were  referred  to 
special  committees.  I  think  they  were  referred  to  the 
standing  committees.     That  is  my  recollection. 

Q.  Are  you  prepared  now  to  give  the  names  of  the 
members  of  those  committees  to  whom  these  fraudulent 
bills  were  referred  ? 

A.  No,  I  am  not;  it  is  merely  a  matter  of  reference  to 
the  record  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  I  am  not  ready 
to  say  who  they  are  now.  It  will  take  some  considerable 
time  to  examine  the  records  to  find  out.  Do  you  wish  me 
to  do  BO  now  ? 

Mr.  CoLK — I  don't  mean  that  you  should  stop  to  do 
80  now.  Will  you  please  to  indicate  by  wliat  method 
you  ascertained  that  the  warrants  drawn  by  these  per- 
sons were  wholly  or  in  part  fraudulent  ? 

A.  I  found,  generally,  that  these  warrants,  as  I  have 
alreadv  stated,  went  to  the  credit  of  either  one  or  two 
parties — either  J.  A.  Ingersoll  or  Ingersoll  &  Co. — or 
E.  A.  Woodward  in  the  Broadway  Bank.  Those  drawn 
to  the  order  of  Garvey  were  gen(;rally  deposited  to  his 
own  credit — that  is,  the  ones  drawn  to  his  order  ;  and,  as 
I  before  stated,  I  found  simultaneous  payments  against 
those  deposits.  The  warrants  generally  did  not  bear  the  in- 
dorsement of  the  parties  depositing  them,  except  in  the  case 
of  Garvey.  When  they  were  deposited  in  the  Broadway 
Bank,  they  were  indorsed  by  the  clerks  with  the  initials 
**  E.  A.  W.,"  indicating  that  they  went  to  the  credit  of  E. 
A.  Woodward  ;  and  that  mark  was  made  in  pencil  by  the 
teller  of  the  bank  or  some  of  the  clerks.    An  examination  of 
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the  books  of  the  Broadway  Bank,  or  of  any  bank,  into  which 
those  checks  were  deposited,  showed  whetlier  the  checks 
drawn  against  those  warrants  were  paid  in  notes,  or  were 
deposited  in  the  same  bank  or  went  through  the  Clearing 
House  or  went  to  the  credit  of  another  dealer.  An 
examination  of  each  payment  became  necessary,  in  order 
to  indicate  the  channel  through  which  thej"  passed.  When 
the  checks  were  found  going  to  another  bank  I  have  asked 
generally  through  the  District  Attorney's  oflSce  for 
subpoenas  to  those  banks  to  famish  information  of  the 
names  of  tin;  depositors  of  those  checks  ;  and  the  mode 
by  which  the  information  was  obtained  has  been  generally 
through  the  criminal  branch  of  the  law.  For  instance, 
I  would  make  a  request  to  the  Grand  Jury  and  they 
would  funiish  me  with  the  authority  to  make  these  in- 
vestigations.  The  banks  generally  have  stated  that  they 
wanted  such  authority  on  file  before  revealing  their  busi- 
ness or  the  information  that  was  sought  In  that  way,  I 
found  out  or  discovered  a  large  ix)rtion  of  these  dis- 
closures. When  the  checks  were  deposited  to  another 
dealer  in  the  same  bank,  an  examination  of  the  deposited 
checks  of  that  bank  became  necessary  ;  and  we  generally 
found  out  ihc  depositor.  And  when  they  were  paid  in 
bank  notes  I  found,  after  a  time,  that  they  represented  a 
certain  division  which  was  going  to  certain  individuals,  or, 
perhaps,  the  claimant  received  his  portion  in  banknotes. 
But  after  a  time,  1  got  so  that  I  could  indicate  with  pre- 
cision the  parties  to  whom  the  checks  paid  in  banknotes 
were  drawn. 

Q,  In  that  way  you  were  enabled  to  ascertain  what  pro- 
portion of  each  of  those  claims  was  bona  fide  and  what 
proportion  went  as  percentages  ? 

A.  1  was  able  to  ascertain  what  proportion  went  to  the 
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claimant,  and  what  proportion  went  to  the  officials,  but  I 
liave  not  ascertained  the  portions  of  the  claims  which  were 
honafde. 

Q,  Could  you  ascertain  what  went  to  the  claimant  and 
what  went  to  corrupt  officials  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  general  result  of  your  investigation — 
how  much  went  to  the  claimant  and  how  much  to  the  cor- 
rupt official. 

A,  I  found  that  the  payment  under  this  adjusted  claims 
act  began  in  July,  1868—  that  the  proportion  of  the  claims 
going  to  the  officials  was  fifty-live  per  cent,  of  the  princi- 
pal, or  about  that,  and  all  the  interest  which  had  been 
audited  and  allowed  on  the  claim — and  the  remaining 
forty-five  per  cent,  went  to  the  claimant.  The  payment 
nnder  that  act  continued  up  to  the  first  of  January,  1869. 
Then  in  July,  1869,  payments  again  commenced  under 
that  act.  The  amount  of  money  going  to  officials  was 
then  increased  to  sixty  per  cent,  of  the  principal  and  all 
the  interest — the  claimant  receiving  forty  per  cent.  In 
November,  1869,  the  divisions  were  sixty-five  per  cent,  of 
the  principal  and  all  the  interest  to  officials,  and  thirty- 
five  per  cent  to  the  claimant,  and  that  was  about  the  divi- 
sion that  continued  throughout  to  the  close  of  the  County 
wan  ants.  The  same  divisi(ms  continued  through  the 
Special  Audit,  which  was  the  last  batch. 

Q,  You  have  not  yet  come  down  to  speaking  of  the 
operations  of  the  "  Ring  "  under  the  Tax  Levy ;  or  was 
it  about  the  same  all  the  way  through  ? 

A.  No;  in  regard  to  the  tax  levy,  I  think  there  was  a 
variation  in  regard  to  the  percentages ;  I  cannot,  from 
memory,  give  those  percentages,  but  they  were  generally 
more  to  the  claimants  and  lees  to  the  officials. 


89S 


Q.  Than  under  the  preceding  division  ? 

A.  Some  of  them  were  carried  on  simultaneoosly  with 
the  adjusted  claims. 

Q,  Under  the  Board  of  Audit,  from  your  researches 
and  inquiries,  who  among  the  officials  appeared  to  receive 
percentages,  and  what  percentage  each  ? 

A.  I  found  that  the  vouchers  in  those  cases  were  ab- 
stracted from  the  Finance  Department,  except  a  few  in 
the  name  of  Kejser.  I  found  a  check  which  did  not  bear 
an  exact  proportion  to  the  face  of  the  warrant  uniformly 
going  to  the  credit  of  William  M.  Tweed,  generally  on 
the  day  on  which  tlie  warrant  was  deposited  to  the  credit 
of  Woodward  or  Ingersoll. 

Q.  What  was  the  percentage? 

A,  The  warrant  does  not  show  the  amount.  The  check 
did  not  bear  a  definite  percentage.  I  afterwards  found 
that  Mr.  Tweed's  clieck  represented  25  per  cent,  of  the 
amount  of  the  original  claim,  and  that  multiplying  hiB 
check  by  four  gave  me  the  amount  of  the  original  bill 
without  the  interest,  then  the  difference  between  the 
amount  so  found  and  the  face  of  the  warrant  would  give 
the  amount  that  went  to  the  claimant  and  others  to  whom 
a  percentage  was  given.  I  found  that  the  claimant  received 
35  per  cent,  of  his  original  claim,  without  interest.  I 
found  that  there  was  always  a  clieck  drawn  (I  speak  from 
memory)  for  35  per  cent,  and  a  portion  of  the  interest 
which  was  always  paid  in  bank  notes,  representing,  as  I 
believe,  tlic  percentage  paid  to  Mr.  Connolly,  Mr.  P.  B. 
Sweeney,  and  Mr.  Watson,  and  perhaps  a  portion  of  the 
money  unaccounted  for,  as  to  which  1  cannot  speak 
definitely. 

Q,  What  portion  was  that? 

A.  I  cannot  say  what  portion.     That  would  leave  five 
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per  cent,  and  a  portion  of  the  interest  which  went  into 
the  hands  of  Woodward,  who  acted  as  distributor.  I 
think  that  settles  the  principal.  I  have  not  g<jt  the  inter- 
est. 

Q.  Then  you  say  Tweed  received  25  p\;r  cent,  of  the 
principal  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  25  per  cent,  was  paid  to  Woodward,  and 
a  portion  of  the  interest  which  you  did  not  trace  at  all  ? 

A.  Yes ;  which  was  lett  in  the  hands  of  Woodward, 
and  I  said  that  the  check  and  a  portion  of  tlie  interest 
was  always  paid  in  bank  notes. 

Q.  Upon  what  do  you  base  your  opinion  that  the  35 
per  cent,  principal  and  interest,  which  was  paid  in  bank- 
notes, finally  reached  the  hands  of  Connolly,  Sweeney, 
and  Watson? 

A.  In  regard  to  Connolly,  if  you  will  allow  me,  1  will 
merely  state  that  there  is  a  suit  pending  against  him,  and 
I  think  it  might  be  injudicious  to  say  anything  now  on 
tlie  subject.  In  regard  to  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  I  always 
found  tliat  a  certain  portion  of  these  moneys,  with  the 
money  in  bank-notes,  went  to  the  credit  of  his  brother, 
James  M.  Sweeney.  And  further  evidence  showed  me 
that  Peter  13.  Sweeney  got  the  benefit  of  it.  If  his  case 
had  come  to  trial,  I  would  have  then  gone  into  details ; 
but  as  I  said  in  the  case  of  Connolly,  this  evidence  may 
be  of  value  in  future  suits,  it  might  be  injudicious  to  go 
into  the  details  of  this  matter  at  present. 

Q.  There  was  no  doubt  in  your  mind  from  your  analy- 
sis of  these  accounts  and  from  your  other  sources  of  in- 
formation that  in  point  of  fact  it  was  P.  13.  Sweeney  and 
not  J.  M.  Sweeney  who  reaped  the  benefit  of  these  trans- 
actions. 
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A.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  Peter  B. 
Sweeney  received  the  benefit 

Q.  Is  it  your  opinion,  as  an  expert  in  these  matters^ 
that  it  could  have  been  shown  on  the  trial  of  Peter  B. 
Sweeney  that  lie  participated  in  those  frauds? 

A.  It  would  appear  so  from  my  knowledge  of  the  evi- 
dence in  the  hands  of  the  prosecution.  I  do  not  know,  of 
course,  what  defence  he  could  make ;  but,  in  my  cjpinion, 
he  had  none  which  would  overthrow  the  evidence  as^inst 
him.  I  am  familiar  with  the  facts,  and  that  is  my 
deliberate  conviction.  In  connection  with  these  special 
audit  matters,  I  ought  to  state  that  the  analysis  of  them 
was  commenced  by  Governor  Tilden  before  I  had  any 
connection  with  them  ;  and  that  the  checks  to  Woodward 
and  Tweed  had  been  traced  by  him  ;  and  that  a  certain 
porticm  of  the  evidence  in  the  Sweeney  case  had  also  been 
developed  by  him.  I  state  this  because  I  do  not  wish  to 
assume  anything  in  connection  with  these  matters  to 
which  I  am  not  entitled.  The  percentages  which  Mr. 
Tilden  traced  to  Mr.  Tweed  do  not,  as  I  have  said  before, 
represent  a  detinite  percentage  on  the  face  of  the  warrants. 
That  I  have  since  adjusted  myself;  so  if  yon  take  the 
whole  $6,000,000  and  take  four  times  the  amount  Mr. 
Tweed  received,  and  figure  through  the  percentages, 
and  the  variations  of  them,  the  result  will  not  be  more 
than  a  few  cents  out  of  the  way.  I  think,  in  Mr.  Tweed's 
case,  the  variatiim  is  only  sixteen  cents.  In  the  case  of 
Ingersoll  they  d(»  not  vary  more  than  two  to  eight  cents, 
and  in  the  case  of  Garvey  they  do  not  vary  at  all.  Tak- 
ing them  right  through,  the  percentages  in  the  whole  six 
millions  did  not  vary  but  very  little.  The  evidence  would 
stand  alone  if  properly  stated. 

Q.  And  who  made  these  divisions? 
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A.  Do  yon  ask  me  the  name  of  the  man  who  paid  the^ 
money  to  the  officials  ? 

Q,  Yes,  sir. 

A.  Mr.  Woodward  generally  paid  to  Mr.  Tweed.  Mr. 
Woodward,  IngersoU  and  Garvey  were  the  depositors  of 
the  warrants.  If  Mr.  Garvey  deposited  a  warrant  he 
would  retain  his  part,  and  hand  the  balance  over  to  Mr. 
Woodward.  Mr.  IngersoU  would  do  the  same.  If  they 
both  deposited  on  the  same  day,  a  settlement  would  be 
made  and  the  respective  baUinces  adjusted,  and  a  check 
given  on  a  final  settlement,  and  so  matters  were  arranged 
between  them. 

Q.  Were  all  these  persons  whom  you  have  named  re- 
cipients of  those  moneys  which  were  improperly  obtained 
from  the  treasury  ? 

A,  Yes ;  I  believe  them  all  to  have  been. 

Q.  Tliere  is  a  list  of  them  as  you  gave  them — I  wish 
yon  would  go  over  that  list. 

A.  I  would  like  to  make  this  general  statement — that 
there  may  be  some  slight  modifications  of  my  computations, 
but  there  is  an  element  of  fraud  in  every  one  of  them 
sufficiently  clear  to  warrant  its  being  placed  in  that  list. 

Q.  But  all  the  claims  made  by  those  persons  were 
fraudulent. 

A.  They  were  either  wholly  fraudulent  or  there  was 
a  large  element  of  frand  in  them. 

Q.  Can  yon  separate  those  which  were  wholly  fraudu- 
lent from  those  which  were  only  partially  so? 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q,  Can  you  form  any  idea  as  to  what  portion  the  real 
value  of  those  claims  bore  to  the  amount  which  the  claim- 
ant received  ? 

A.  I  have  estimated  it  roughly  in  my  own  mind. 

26 
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Q.  What  proportion,  then  ? 

A,  I  do  not  believe  it  would  exceed  fifteen  per  cent,  on 
the  face  of  the  bill ;  but  that  is  merely  a  belief  on  ray 
part.  IngersoU  and  Garvey  have  testified  that  not  over 
two  sevenths  of  the  amount  they  received  represented 
genuine  claims. 

Q,  Now  those*  claims  amounted  in  the  aggregate  to 
how  much  ? 

A.  Do  you  speak  of  the  adjusted  claims  t 

Q,  The  claims  under  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 
Board  of  Audit  ? 

A.  I  put  it  at  about  $18,000,000.  There  are  some  others 
— ^the  Tax  Levy  and  the  Court  House,  etc. 

Q,  And  then  came  the  City  Tax  Levy  and  the  formation 
of  the  King  proper  under  that  ? 

A.  Well,  I  have  considered  that  all  of  these  frauds  were 
practiced  under  the  Ring  proper,  or  Ring  improper,  as  it 
may  be  called — T  do  not  get  your  idea  exactly. 

Q.  I  mean  the  action  of  the  Ring  which  was  formed 
under  the  Tax  Levy,  consisting  of  Mr.  Tweed,  Mr.  Con- 
nolly, Mr.  Sweeney  and  Mr.  Hall,  in  which  these  claims 
amounting  to  $18,000,000,  which  you  speak  of,  were  pre- 
sented ? 

A.  The  claims  then  presented  amounted  to  $18,000,000, 
and  included  those  payments  made  under  the  Charter  of 
1870,  and  the  Tax  Levy  which  was  passed  in  aid  of  the 
Charter. 

Q.  How  much  have  you  estimated  the  entire  amount 
which  has  been  diverted  from  the  Treasury  by  the  corrupt 
practices  of  the  Ring,  from  first  to  last,  has  amounted  to  t 
A.  I  have  analyzed  it  so  that  I  developed  fraud,  or  a 
large  element  of  fraud,  in  about  $30,000,000,  between  the 
first  of  January,  1868,  to  the  first  of  July,  1871 — about 
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the  time  of  the  disrnption  of  the  Ring.  There  was  also  a 
large  class  of  claims  which  I  have  never  touched  or  looked 
into  at  all,  for  want  of  time  and  physical  ability,  and 
lacking  the  facilities  to  do  so,  which,  I  also  believe,  involve 
a  large  amount  of  fraud. 

Q.  Did  you  look  back  previous  to  the  year  1868. 

A.  No;  that  was  not  within  the  scope  of  my  investiga- 
tion. There  were  some  payments  begun  in  1867  by 
Keyser,  Garvey,  and  Tweed ;  but  tlie  percentages  were 
considerably  smaller  than  subsequent  ones  were — such 
fiauds  as  may  have  been  developed  in  street  openings, 
street  improvements,  street  widenings,  and  contracts  for 
supplies,  which  I  have  never  looked  into,  but  judging 
from  all  the  collateral  circumstances  and  the  increase  in 
the  debt  of  the  city  during  those  two  or  three  years  from 
1868  to  1871,  I  have  estimated  the  frauds  to  which  the 
city  and  county  were  subjected  during  those  three  years 
and  a  half  at  from  forty-live  to  iifty  millions  of  dollars. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  whole  of  that  amount 
was  f i*audulcnt  ? 

A.  I  modify  the  statement  by  saying  that  there  was  a 
large  element  of  fraud  in  it  My  judgment  is  that  in  the 
thirty  millions  not  over  fifteen  per  cent,  represented  genu- 
ine claims.  In  other  words  twenty-five  millions  were 
stolen  from  the  treasury,  and  four  milli(ms  and  a  half 
paid  for  value  received. 

Q.  IIow  much  do  1  understand  you  to  say  was,  from 
first  to  last,  stolen  from  the  treasury. 

A,  I  have  no  means  of  judging  the  amount,  but  it  is 
over  $30,000,000. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  have  gone,  your  judgment  is  that 
$26,500,000  were  actually  stolen  from  the  City  and 
County  Treasury,  is  it  not  ? 
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A.  $25,500,000. 

Q.  And  you  have  been  able  to  trace  a  large  portion,  if 
not  all  of  these  fraudulent  percentages  to  the  persons  who 
received  them? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  particularly  true  of  the  county  dis- 
bursements. In  the  city  disbursements,  I  cannot  speak 
with  such  definiteness,  because  the  system  of  division  did 
not  prevail  in  the  city  in  the  same  way  as  in  county 
matters.  Fraudulent  warrants  on  the  City  Treasury  were 
more  frequently  paid  in  bank  notes,  and  distributed  in 
that  vvav,  and  all  trace  of  them  is  lost. 

Q,  Are  you  familiar  with  the  suits  which  have  been 
begun  eithei'  by  the  city  of  Now  York  or  by  the  people  of 
the  State  of  New  York,  with  the  purpose  of  discovering 
the  money  whicli  has  been  fraudulently  diverted  from  the 
Treasury  ? 

A.  To  an  extent  1  am. 

Q.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  give  me  a  list  of  the 
suits  you  know  to  have  been  begun  ? 

A,  I  have  not  that  list  with  me. 

Q,  Have  YOU  it  anywhere  ? 

A.  Not  embodied  in  a  regular  form. 

Q.  How  long  will  it  take  you  to  get  it  ? 

A.  There  are  no  facilities  for  getting  it  out  with 
minuteness,  but  I  can  give  you  a  statement  of  the  eases  now. 

Q.  State  what  cases  have  been  begun  ? 

A.  Do  you  speak  of  offensive  actions  ? 

Q,  1  mean  actions  by  the  city  or  people  against  any  one. 

A.  You  don't  speak  of  any  actions  in  which  there  are 
defences  or  off-sets  ? 

Q,  No;  I  want  to  know  how  many  suits  have  been 
begun  by  the  people  for  the  purpose  of  recovering  a  part 
of  the  plunder? 
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The  witness  gave  the  following  list  of  suits  commenced 
on  behalf  of  the  city  for  the  recovery  of  the  stolen 
moneys : 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  The  Broadway  Bank. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  T.  W.  Roe  &  Co. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  John  O'Donnell. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Alexander  Brandon. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Morgan  Jones. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Archibald  llall,  Jr. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Daniel  Berrien. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Ed.  Marriner  and  another. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Geo.  S.  Miller  and  W.  M.  Tweed. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  J.  W.  Smith. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  J.  A.  Monaghan. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Ed.  Jones  &  Co. 

Tlie  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  W.  C.  Rogers  &  Co. 

The  Mayor,  etc,  agt.  W.  Hay. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Ed.  A.  Moore. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Forbes  Holland. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  II.  W.  Genet. 

The  Mayor,  etc.,  agt.  Estate  of  Charles  Vandevoort. 

The  People,  etc.,  agt.  Wm.  M.  Tweed. 

The  People,  etc.,  agt.  Estate  of  James  Watson. 

The  People,  etc.,  agt.  Cuminings  H.  Tucker. 

The  People,  etc.,  agt.  P.  B.  Sweeney. 

The  People,  etc.,  agt.  R.  B.  Connolly. 

The  People,  etc.,  agt.  E.  A.  Woodward. 

The  People,  etc.,  agt.  John  J.  Walsh. 

The  People,  etc.,  agt.  Thos.  Coman. 

[The  latter  was  discontinued  a  few  days  since.] 

There  are  other  suits,  but  I  have  not  the  data  here ; 
that  is  all  that  I  notice  here  at  present ;  there  is  a  case  of 
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the  Mayor  against  J.  W.  Smith,  that  is  running  through 
my  mind. 

Q.  There  is  a  suit  that  was  discontinued  a  few  days  ago 
against  Thomas  Com  an  ? 

A.  Yes ;  that  was  disposed  of  yesterday — as  also  (me 
against  "William  Walsh. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  me  who  has  special  charge  of  all  these 
suits — what  lawyer  represents  the  Mayor,  and  what  law- 
yer represents  the  People,  in  each  of  these  suits  ? 

A .  I  think  in  a  great  many  of  the  cases,  the  retainers 
have  been  revoked. 

Q.  Who  had  chaige  of  the  Mayor  against  the  Broadway 
Bank  ? 

A.  James  C.  Carter. 

Q,  And  the  Mayor  against  T.  W.  Roe  &  Co.  ? 

A,  W.  H.  Peckham. 

Q,  In  the  Mayor  against  John  O'Donnell,  and  against 
A,  Brandon,  M.  Jones,  A.  ITall,  Jr.,  D.  Berrien,  E.  Mari- 
ner and  another  (Mariner  has  since  deceased)  against 
G.  S.  Miller  and  William  M.  Tweed? 

A.  Wheeler  II.  reckhani. 

Q.  Against  J.  O'Donnell? 

A.  Barlow  and  Olney. 

Q,  Against  Alexander  Brandon  ? 

A.  Barlow  and  Olney. 

Q,  Against  Morgan  Jones? 

A.  That  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Corporation  Counsel.  I 
think  it  was  Mr.  Carter  who  was  retained  at  first  to  con- 
duct it. 

Q.  The  Mayor  against  A.  Hall,  Jr.  ;   who  had  that? 

A.  Barlow  and  Olney  ? 

Q,  The  Mayor  against  D.  Berrien  ? 

A.  Mr.  Carter. 
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Q,  The  Mayor  against  E.  Marriner  and  another  (Mari- 
ner is  since  deceased)  ? 

A.  Mr.  Carter,  I  know,  had  that 

Q.  The  Mayor  against  G.  S.  Miller  and  W.  M.  Tweed  I 

A.  Mr.  Carter. 

Q,  Against  J.  A.  Monaghan  ? 

A,  Peter  Starr. 

Q,  The  Mayor  against  Ed.  Jones  &  Co.  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  the  complaint  was  ever  drawn 
in  that  case,  but  it  was  originally  in  the  hands  of  Wm. 
3ii.  Smith. 

Q.  W.  C.  Rogers? 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  The  People  vs.  Hall,  Moore  and  Forbes  Holland  ? 

A.  Wheeler  H.  Peckliam. 

Q.  Against  H.  W.  Genet  ? 

A,  John  E.  Pai-sons. 

Q.  Against  the  Estate  of  Charles  Yandevoortt 

A.  W.  H.  Peckham. 

Q.  Against  J.  W.  Smith  ? 

A.  The  Corporation  Counsel. 

Q.  Against  Allen  and  Stevens  ? 

A.  The  Corporation  Counsel. 

Q.  Against  Wm.  M.  Tweed  ? 

A.  W.  II.  Peckham  and  Carter. 

Q.  That  has  been  tried  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  People  against  the  Watson  Estate  7 

A.  Wheeler  U.  Peckham. 

Q.  That  has  been  settled  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  People  against  P.  B.  Sweeney  ? 

A.  W.  H.  Peckham  and  S.  B.  Nash. 
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Q,  The  People  against  Tucker  ? 

A.  Barlow  and  Olney. 

Q.  The  People  against  Coraan  ? 

A.  Barlow  and  Olney. 

Q.  Is  that  the  suit  that  was  discontinued  a  day  or  two 
ago? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  People  against  Wheeler  ? 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  The  People  against  S.  C.  Connolly  t 

A.  W.  R  Peckham. 

Q.  The  People  against  Woodward  ? 

A,  Wheeler  U.  Peckham. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  present  condition  of  each  of  these 
suits  —do  you  know  when  they  were  commenced  in  the 
first  instance ;  we  will  begin  at  the  top  of  the  list — **  The 
Mayor  against  the  Broadway  Bank  ?  " 

A.  That  suit  was  commenced  in  July,  1874,  I  think.  It 
has  not  progressed  very  far,  and  has  never  been  tried. 

Q.  Agninst  T.  W.  Roe  &  Co.  ? 

A,  It  was  commenced  in  the  summer  of  1874. 

Q.  How  far  lias  it  progressed  ? 

A.  It  is  nearly  ready  for  trial,  I  believe,  sir. 

Q.  The  Mayor  against  J.  O'Donnell — when  was  that 
commenced  ? 

A,  I  think  about  the  same  time — in  the  summer  of 
1874. 

Q.  What  is  its  present  condition  ? 

A.  I  think  it  has  been  deemed  unprofitable  to  continue 
its  prosecution,  not  from  lack  of  evidence,  but  from  the 
impecuniosity  of  the  defendant. 

Q.  What  has  been  done  with  it? 

A.  The  suit  is  not  now  in  progress.     We  determined 
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for  the  present,  it  was  not  to  be  pushed  on  acconnt  of  the 
expense  that  it  would  entail,  without  any  benefit. 

Q.  The  Mayor  against  Brandon ;  when  was  tliat  begun  I 

A.  In  1874. 

Q.  Has  it  progressed  ? 

A,  It  has  not  progressed. 

Q.  For  wliat  reason  ? 

A,  1  do  not  know. 

Q,  In  your  opinion  is  there  evidence  to  warrant  the 
expectation  of  succct^s  in  it? 

A,  In  my  opinion,  there  was  a  very  good  case  ;  I  think 
there  was  suflicient  evidence  to  base  the  claim  upon. 

Q,  As  far  as  you  know,  the  defendant  is  in  the  same 
position  as  the  last  defendant? 

A,  1  do  not  know,  but  my  impression  is  that  he  is  re- 
sponsible. 

Q.  The  Mayor  against  Morgan  Jones? 

A.  That  suit  was  commenced  in  November,  1874,  and 
1  Bnp|X)8e  it  will  soon  be  leady  for  trial. 

Q.  The  People  aiiainst  Archibald  Hall  ? 

A.  That  was  commenced  in  1874  ;  he  is  a  fugitive,  and 
has  not  vet  been  served  with  a  summons. 

Q,  Is  it  in  progress? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Do  y(»u  know  whether  he  left  any  property  behind 
him? 

A.  1  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  lias  been  attached  or  not  ? 

A.  That  I  don't  know. 

Q,  I  wish  you  would  refresh  your  memory  from  the 
memoranda  you  have  in  your  safe — The  Mayor  against 
D.  Berrien? 

A.  That  suit  is  in  progress. 
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Q.  When  was  it  commenced  1 

A.  Ill  November,  1874.  That  suit  has  not  progressed. 
My  impression  is  that  a  portion  of  the  evidence  upon 
which  the  plaintiffs  base  their  claim  has  been  or  will  be 
used  in  defensive  proceedings  on  behalf  of  the  city  as  an 
offset  to  the  claims  presented  by  D.  Berrien. 

Q.  Against  E.  Manner  and  another? 

A.  I  think  that  other  is  William  M.  Tweed ;  Mariner 
is  dead. 

Q.  Tweed,  you  gay,  is  the  other  defendant  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  that  begun  ? 
A.  In  1874. 

Q.  When  did  Mariner  die? 

A.  About  a  year  and  a  half  ago ;  it  must  have  been  the 
spring  of  187»». 

Q.  Do  you  know  anythhig  about  his  estate? 

A.  I  do  not.  I  was  ill  at  the  time  of  his  death.  I  was 
over  in  J>rooklyn,  but  as  soon  as  I  heard  of  his  death  I 
sent  a  perscm  to  inquire  about  him,  and  I  found  it  was 
the  same  person.  I  then  wrote  a  note  (I  have  forgotten 
to  what  counsel)  stating  he  was  dead,  and  that  I  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  advisable  to  pursue  his  estate  or  not. 

Q,  Did  he  leave  any  property  ? 

A,  I  don't  know.  He  certainly  stole  enough  to  enable 
him  to  do  so . 

Q.  Against  G.  S.  Miller  and  William  M.  Tweed  1 
A,  I  think  in  regard  to  the  claim  against  Miller,  there 
was  some  arrangement  made  by  which  he  was  not  to  be 
prosecuted  on  condition  of  his  furnishing  some   evidence 
in  certain  suits. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean — do  you  mean  with  counsel  I 
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A.  I  think  with  the  State  authorities.  That  is  an  im- 
pression on  my  own  part. 

Q.  By  State  authorities — do  you  mean  the  Attorney- 
General  ? 

A.  Yes,  with  those  who  represented  him. 

Q.  What  was  that  suit  for  ? 

A.  To  recover  moneys  obtained  by  him  fraudulently. 

Q.  In  connection  with  Tweed  ? 

A.  I  think  that  the  action  was  based  on  certain  frauds 

connection  with  the  removal  of  the  aqueduct. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  for  which  he  was  sued  ? 

A.  (Looking  at  liis  memoranda).     It  is  put  down  here 

$500,000. 

Q.  Was  he  called  as  a  witness  in  one  of  the  cases  7 

A,  I  think  I  saw  in  the  papers  that  he  was  called  as  a 
'witness  in  tlie  Tweed  case. 

Q.  Against  J.  A.  Monaghan — when  was  that  com- 
menced ? 

A,  In  1874. 

Q.  Has  it  progressed  ? 

A.  To  a  certain  extent  it  has — as  far  as  I  am  concerned 
I  am  ready  for  trial.  Monaghan  is  under  $25,000  bonds 
to  the  city. 

Q.  You  think  it  is  ready  for  trial  as  far  as  the  evidence 
goes? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  In  the  other  case  T.  W,  Roe  &  Co. — Roe 
and  Monaghan  are  jointly  under  bonds  for  $50,000. 

Q.  The  Mayor  against  E.  Jones  &  Co. — when  was  that 
begun  ? 

A.  The  summons  was  served  in  the  autumn  of  1874. 

Q.  What  was  done  since  ? 

A.  I  think  nothing.  I  think  it  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
Corporation  Counsel,  who  is  resisting  or  defending  cer- 
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tain  saits  brought  by  them  to  recover  more  claims  of  the 
same  character. 

Q,  You  refer  to  the  case  of  W.  C.  Rogers  &  Co.  I 

A.  It  is  the  same  thing. 

Q.  The  Mayor  against  Hall,  Moore  and  Forbes  Hol- 
land— wlien  was  that  begun? 

A.  In  August  1 874. 

Q,  What  has  been  done  since  in  that  case? 

A.  Nothing  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Has  the  evidence  ever  been  worked  up  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  it  ready  for  trial,  as  far  as  you  know  from  the 
evidence. 

A.  That  does  not  depend  upon  me;  Mr.  Halford  made 
the  investigation  chiefly,  in  that  case. 

Q,  The  Mayor  against  Genet — wlien  was  that  begun  t 

A.  I  think  in  1874. 

Q,  Do  you  know  what  was  done  in  that  matter? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  it  was  an  inquest.  There  was  no 
appearance  on  behalf  of  Genet,  and  judgment  by  default 
was  rendered  against  him ;  but  whether  the  city  ever 
recovered  anything  against  his  property  at  Harlem,  I  don't 
know. 

Q.  The  Mayor  against  the  estate  of  Charles  Vander- 
voort  ? 

Q.  I  think  the  evidence  against  Vandervoort  has  been 
used  by  the  city  in  its  defence  against  proceedings 
brought  by  the  executors  and  administrators  against  the 
city.  I  do  not  think  it  has  been  utilized  in  the  way  of 
progressing  that  action.  It  has  been  used  in  other  ways. 
I  don't  think  that  the  action  against  Yandervoort  has  ever 
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progressed  at  all ;  which,  I  presume,  is  owing  to  the  pro- 
ceedings on  behalf  of  his  estate  against  the  city. 

Q.  Is  the  evidence  worked  up  in  that  case  ? 

A.  Mr.  Halford  has  done  so — the  same  as  in  the  other 
Cooe. 

Q.  The  Mayor  against  J.  W,  Smith — when  was  that 
begun  ? 

A.  I  think,  in  1872.  It  should  have  progressed  since, 
but  why  it  has  not  done  so  I  cannot  tell.  I  do  not  know 
the  legal  reasons. 

Q.  Is  it  in  progress  ? 

A.  It  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Corporation  Counsel. 

Q.  The  People  against  Tweed  ? 

A,  That  has  been  tried  and  judgment  given  for 
$6,000,000. 

Q,  Against  Allen  and  Stevens? 

A,  That  was  commenced  in  January  last,  and  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  Corporation  Counsel. 

Q,  Against  the  Watson  estate  ? 

A.  $590,435.95  was  recovered  there. 

Q,  By  a  settlement  against  the  estate  of  Watson  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  not  some  more  to  be  paid  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  the  whole  amount  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  it  all  been  recovered  ? 

A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Look  at  this  settlement  and  see  if  it  states  the 
amount  recovered  (handing  the  witness  a  paper)  ? 

A.  I  think  that  is  the  amount,  $590,435.95. 

Q.  How  much  of  that  amount  was  actually  paid  over 
to  the  city  ? 
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A.  I  think  $558,000  or  $560,000.    I  think  the  expenses 
in  that  case  were  $32,000. 

Q,  Was  the  rest  of  it  all  paid  over  to  the  city  1 
A.  I  understand  it  was.     I  think  it  was  paid  over  by 
two  instalments,  by  the  Attorney  General.     I  think  that 
the  general  fund  is  credited  with  that  amoant. 


The  witness  was  handed  the  following 


STATEMENT   OF  THE   AMOUNT  OF   MONEYS   BEOOVERED    BY   THB 
CITY  OF  NEW  YORK  FROM  THE  "  RINO  SUFTS  "   TO  OOTOBBB 

18, 1S77 : 

January  24, 1876 — From  the  estate  of  James 

Watson $590,435  94 

January  3, 1877— From  Elbert  A.  Woodward, 

on  account 100,000  00 

Interest 413  68 

Total $690,849  62 

Less  payments  for  expenses  made  by  Attorney 
General 32,612  62 

Amounts  paid  into  City  Treasury $658,237  00 

Less  payments  for  expenses  made  by  the  City 

of  New  York 194,098  82 

Actual  amount  recovered  $464,138  18 


V  415 

STATEMENT  OF  THE  AMOUNTS  OF  MONEYS  PAID  FOB  LIABILITIES, 
COUNSEL  FEES,  EXPENSES,  AND  OTHERWISE  IN  THE  '^  RING 
SUITS." 

March  13, 1872,  to  March  2,  1877— Payments 
from  the  Treasury  of  the  City  of  New 
York $194,098  82 

March  14  to  September  19, 1876— Payments 

made  by  the  Attorney  General 32,612  62 

Total  payments $22^1,711  34 

Total  receipts $690,849  62 

Total  payments 226,711  34 

Balance $464,138  18 


Q.  What  does  that  $194^,098.82  "  less  payments  for  ex- 
penses  made  by  the  city  of  New  York"  mean? 

A.  I  think  that  paper  lacks  explanation.  That,  as  I  un- 
.  derstand  it,  embraces  the  entire  expense,  or  is  intended  to, 
which  the  city,  county,  and  State  liave  been  subjected  in 
view  of  all  these  litigations,  civil  and  criminal,  up  to  the 
date  when  the  paper  was  drawn  up,  and  instead  of 
$690,000  having  l)een  recovered,  I  should  say  it  is 
$1,140,000.  That  is,  settlements  have  been  made  to  that 
amount  already— $590,000  from  Watson's  estate,  $155,000 
from  Woodward,  and  $400,000  from  Sweeney. 

Q.  Are  the  expenses  in  the  Sweeney  case  included  in 
the  amount  ? 

A.  The  statement  says  *'  up  to  October,  1877."  The 
Sweeney  case  was  settled  in  June.  Now,  in  addition  to 
these,  here  are  some  twenty  or  thirty  or  forty  suits,  both 
offensive  and  defensive,  by  and  against  the  city,  in  which 
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evidence  lias  been  gathered,  arranged  and  put  into  shape 
for  ])roceeding8  covering  a  period  of  nearly  six  years. 
There  is  also  embraced  liere  the  lawyers'  expenses,  the 
legal  expenses  generally,  and  the  expenses  attending  the 
criminal  trials  that  have  transpired.  The  city  has  in 
a  great  many  cases  brought  in  evidence  of  a  defensive 
character,  in  the  way  of  offsets  growing  out  of  the 
frauds  ? 

Q.  That  sum  of  $196,000  can  readily  be  resolved  into 
its  constituent  items — can  it  not? 

A,  As  to  the  recipients  of  the  money,  I  suppose  it  can  ; 
but  as  to  the  payments  in  each  case,  it  would  be  a  little 
difficult  to  do  so,  because  of  the  warrants,  which  renders 
it  difficult  to  go  into  minute  details  in  that  way. 

Q.  But  you  can  figure  up  how  much  went  to  each  indi- 
vidual ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  got  the  data  for  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Who  would  have  that  knowledge  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  one  but  the  ComptnJler's 
office.  There  was  a  statement  of  that  kind,  which  was 
published  in  the  papers  some  months  ago;  but  I  never 
saw  it  except  in  a  condensed  form. 

Q,  Did  you  work  up  the  evidence  in  the  case  of  Wat- 
son ? 

A.  I  did,  sir.  There  was  a  large  amount  of  money 
attached.  I  think  in  1871.  Tlie  money  was  in  the  U.  S. 
Trust  Company. 

Q,  How  much  was  it  ? 

A.  I  think  $800,000.  There  was  plenty  of  general  evi- 
dence of  Watson's  participation  in  these  frauds ;  but  it 
was   not  ()f  a   character   whereby  you  could   judicially 
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establish  the  frauds ;  and  it  lay  there  for  abont  foar  years 
until  in  1874.  or  early  in  1875,  when  I  found  a  way  of 
proving  each  amount  that  he  had  received  during  a  cer- 
tain period,  representing  the  exact  percentage  of  these 
fraudulent  bills,  and  the  case  was  so  complete,  as  I  be- 
lieve, that  it  would  stand  upon  its  own  merits,  and  go 
into  a  nutshell.  When  it  was  before  the  referee  I  don't 
think  a  witness  of  ours  was  examined  ;  and  I  think  it  was 
tills  development  that  recovered  the  money. 

Q.  And  you  got  judgment? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  ranch  was  the  judgment  for  ? 

A,  I  think  for  a  little  more  than  the  amount  stated  in 
that  paper.     I  only  know  what  I  saw  in  the  papers. 

Q.  And  this  money  you  got  out  of  the  money  you  had 
attached  in  the  U.  S.  Trust  Company  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  "  The  People  against  C.  H.  Tucker,"  when 
was  that  suit  commenced,  and  what  is  its  present  condition  ! 

A,  That  suit  was  commenced  late  in  1875 — I  think  late 
in  1874.  There  were  some  attempts  made  at  negotiation, 
I  think,  but  they  fell  through.  I  don't  think  that  the 
action  has  progressed. 

Q.  Have  you  worked  up  the  evidence  in  that  case  Sf 

A.  1  have. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  sustain  the  action  against 
him? 

A.  I  think  so;  I  think  it  is  complete. 

Q,  Has  he  got  anything  ? 

A.  I  don't  know.  At  one  time  he  had  a  handsome 
propertj'. 

Q.  Since  the  suit  was  commenced,  has  he  had  any 
thing  ? 

27 


418 


A.  I  cannot  say  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Q.  Why  was  the  suit  not  pressed  ? 

A.  Efforts  were  made  to  compromise  it  in  1875,  but 
they  fell  through. 

Q.  How  much  is  the  suit  for? 

A,  I  think  its  nominal  amount  is  $400,000. 

Q,  What  was  that  for? 

A.  Tucker  was  Superintendent  of  the  erection  of  tho 
new  Court-house  up  to  December,  1870,  when  the  CJom- 
missioners  were  appointed.  During  his  superintendency, 
during  four  or  live  years,  tliere  were  a  great  many  bills, 
false  and  fictitious,  certified  to  by  him,  and  u|x>n  these 
he  collected  a  commission  of  five  per  cent.,  according  to 
a  contract  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  the  suit  ifl 
broutfht  not  onlv  to  recover  the  commissions  but  for  a 
portion  of  the  fraudulent  payment  to  the  claimants. 

Q,  The  Peojyle  against  Peter  B.  Sweeney  is  the  suit 
that  has  been  recently  settled  by  an  agreement  for  repay- 
ment of  $400,000  out  of  the  estate  of  J .  M.  Sweeney  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  nominally. 

Q.  Could  you  say  that  the  evidence  that  you  had  worked 
up  in  that  case  pointed  to  P.  B.  Sweeney  as  the  man  who 
received  the  money,  or  a  portion  of  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  the  evidence  showed  that  P.  B.  Sweeney 
was  the  man. 

Q,  The  next  case  is  that  of  the  People  against  Coman  ? 
A    Yes ;  that  case  was  discontinued  yesterday. 

Q.  What  was  that  suit  brought  for  ? 
A.  To  recover  bills  fraudently  certified  by  him  as  a  Com- 
missioner of  the  Court  Hi>use. 

Q.  Did  you  work  up  tho  facts  in  that  case  ? 
A.  I  did. 
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Q.  Did  you  consider  yon  had  sufficient  evidence  against 
Gomani 

A.  The  general  evidence  was  sufficient  to  satisfy  my 
own  mind — looking  at  it  from  a  common  sense  point  of 
view,  that  he  did  participate  in  the  proceeds — that  he  did 
receive  a  commission  from  those  bills;  but  looking  at  it 
in  a  legal  point  of  view,  it  might,  of  course,  bo  different ; 
I  do  not  speak  so  positively  on  that  head,  and  should  not 
speak  at  all. 

Q.  You  are  not  a  lawyer  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  What  was  the  amount  in  that  Coman  suit  ? 

A.  $400,000. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  evidence  that  you  were 
able  to  get  which  seemed  to  you  to  connect  Coman  with 
these  frauds  ? 

A,  Well,  from  the  fact  that  he  certified  to  these  bogus 
bills;  and,  also,  that  there  was  a  certain  commission  al- 
lowed to  him  on  account  of  them?  I  don't  say  we  could 
establish  judicially  that  state  of  facts  upon  all  the  ]>oints  ; 
the  general  case  appeared  to  be,  that  if  there  were  payments 
to  him,  they  were  made  before  he  certified  to  the  billd ;  and 
that  made  a  legal  complication,  but  it  aggravated  the 
frauds. 

Q.  Tlie  trouble  was  that  you  could  not  bring  home  a 
guilty  knowledge  to  Coman  ? 

A.  The  only  question  was  how  far  the  evidence  im- 
plicated him  directly. 

Q.  In  the  knowledge  of  the  frauds  before  they  were 
committed  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  People  against  Walsh  ? 

A.  I  think  that  is  a  good  case  and  ought  to  go  to  trial. 
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Q.  Ib  it  ready  for  trial  ? 

A,  Yes,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Q,  When  was  it  begun  ? 

A,  The  same  time  as  the  Coman  case  ? 

Q.  What  was  it  for  ? 

A.  It  was  for  the  same  amount  as  the  Ooman  case* 
He  was  a  co-Commissioner  with  Coman. 

Q.  Do  yon  think  that  is  a  good  case. 

A,  Yes,  sir,  I  do. 

Q,  When  was  it  brought? 

A.  I  think  in  1875.  I  cannot  give  you  the  exact  date 
when  it  was  brought. 

Q,  How  far  has  it  progressed  ? 

A.  1  think  it  is  ready  for  trial,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
called  pretty  soon. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  involved  t 

A.  I  think  the  same  amount  as  that  of  the  Coman  case. 

Q,  $400,000? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  People  against  Woodward — is  that  suit  pending! 

A.  That  suit  was  compromised  and  settled. 

Q.  Did  you  work  up  the  facts  in  that  case  ? 

A,  I  perfected  the  evidence.  Governor  Tilden  origi- 
nally analyzed  the  case  to  a  certain  point ;  and  in  addition 
to  that,  I  had  evidence  inculpating  him  in  obtaining 
$8,000,000  to  $10,000,(^00  additional. 

Q,  What  was  that  suit  brought  for  ? 

A.  For  the  whole  $6,000,000. 

Q.  How  much  was  it  settled  for? 

A.  $155,000;  I  get  my  information  from  the  nowB- 
papers. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  of  that  was  actually  paid 
into  the  treasury? 
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A.  I  think  $100,000. 

Q.  Where  is  the  other  $65,000  ? 

A,  That  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  upon  what  basis  that  compromise  was 
agreed  upon  % 

A.  I  merely  suppose  that  it  was  agreed  upon  on  the 
groand  of  his  inability  to  pay  more. 

Q.  Not  from  any  weakness  in  the  case  itself,  but  simply 
the  insolvency  of  the  defendant  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  there  was  any  weakness  in  the  case  at 
all.  I  think,  in  addition  to  that,  there  was  another  ele- 
ment taken  into  consideration  in  the  compromise,  and  that 
was  the  intention  to  use  Woodward's  evidence  in  one  or 
two  other  cases.  I  think  that  element  also  entered  into 
the  consideration  of  the  compromise. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  there  is  any  essential  difference 
between  the  evidence  in  favor  of  the  City  in  the  Walsh 
case  and  in  the  Coman  case  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  You  think  there  are  essential  differences? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  think  they  go  to  the  fastening  on  the  defen- 
dants a  guilty  knowledge  of  the  frauds  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  do. 

Q.  I  don't  want  you  to  particularize  them  f 

A.  I  cannot  see  how  it  could  be  otherwise  than  that 
there  was  a  guilty  knowledge  all  through. 

Q,  Both  in  regard  to  Coman  and  Walsh  1 

A.  Yes,  sir  :  and  Norton ;  there  were  some  criminal 
proceedings  against  Norton,  and  I  don't  think  that  the 
civil  proceedings  were  commenced  from  the  fact  that  in 
1874  Norton,  who  was  at  that  time  a  fugitive  owing  to 
the  criminal  prosecutions  against  him,  made  an  affidavit 
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in  one  of  the  city  cages,  and  was  granted  immunity — that 
is  nominally;  so  it  was  understood  that  if  he  acted  in  good 
faith  towards  the  city,  he  would  not  be  dealt  with  harshly  ; 
this  evidence  was  necessary,  and  as  long  as  he  acts  in  good 
faith  I  do  not  think  he  ought  to  be  prosecuted. 

Q.  Do  you  think  he  would  have  known  of  the  c^iin- 
plicity  of  Coman  in  that  case  ? 

A,  I  don't,  but  he  might  have  known  generally ;  but  he 
might  not  be  able  to  state  specific  facts. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  the  case  ? 

A,  I  think  the  counsel  have  done  so. 

Q,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  as  far  as  you  have 
gone  to  day  your  testimony  has  had  reference  chiefly  to 
the  frauds  committed  against  the  County  Treasury  ? 

A.  Some  of  them  also  related  to  the  City  Treasury. 

Atr-  Cole — I  propose  at  our  next  meeting  to  inquire 
into  the  frauds  that  have  been  committed  upon  the  City 
Treasury. 

The  Committee  thereuj)  )n  adjourned  until  Saturday,  the 
27th  instant,  at  two  o'clock  p.  m. 
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SIXTEENTH  DAY. 


October  27,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"        Cowing, 
"        Slevin. 

The  reading  of  the  minutes  of  the  preceding  session  was, 
upon  motion  of  Alderman  Lewis,  dispensed  with. 

Henry  F.  Taintor  retook  the  stand. 

Mr.  Cole — At  the  close  of  your  examination,  at  the  last 
session  of  the  Committee,  you  said  that  you  had  confined 
yourself  principally  to  frauds  upon  the  County  Treasury, 
and  that,  independently  of  them,  there  were  other  frauds 
against  the  City  Treasury,  concerning  which  you  had 
gathered  certain  information. 

Mr.  Taintor — Before  proceeding  farther,  Mr.  Chairman 
and  Gentlemen,  I  want  to  say  this,  in  further  elucidating 
the  idea  I  endeavored  to  express  the  other  day,  and  which, 
perhaps  from  my  obtuseness,  might  not  have  been  clearly 
understood  here.  Nothing  was  farther  from  my  intentions 
than  inviting  criticism  upon  the  actions  of  any  of  the 
counsel  in  any  of  those  cases.  I  intended  to  state  that  my 
connection  with  these  matters  related  entirelv  to  the  facts 
that  I  had  gathered  and  submitted  to  counsel,  which  in 
every  case  were  deemed  sufficient  to  base  an  action  upon. 
I  can  illustrate  better  by  the  case  of  Coman.     The  facts 
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as  they  appeared  were  deemed  sufficient  to  base  an  action 
npon.  They  were  sufficient  to  establish  in  my  mind,  and 
I  believe  it  to-day  as  I  have  always,  that  the  general  cir. 
cumstances  and  all  the  collateral  facts  gathered  from  first 
to  last  tend  to  show  his  participation  in  the  moneys  paid 
on  account  of  the  Court  House,  but  if  the  counsel  find 
they  could  not  establish  those  facts  in  evidence,  that  fact 
does  not  change  the  impression  on  my  mind,  although  it 
might  materially  affect  the  case  upon  trial.  My  position 
is  exceedingly  embarrassing,  for  the  reason  that  there  are 
a  large  number  of  suits  pending  for  and  against  the  cit^i 
based  on  those  facts  and  this  evidence,  and  I  am  very  fear- 
ful, and  was  fearful,  that  I  might  say  something  which 
might  prejudice  the  city's  interests,  one  way  or  another, 
pending  trial  of  those  actions,  or  before  the  trials,  that  I 
might  admit  to  this  Committee  that  there  was  a  weakness 
here  or  there,  which  I  had  no  desire  to  do.  The  lawyers 
are  the  judges,  in  these  cases,  of  the  evidence  legally,  tak- 
ing it  as  submitted  to  them.  I  have  found  that  my  ideas 
here  were  perhaps  misinterpreted  here  and  misunderatood 
by  the  public,  and  I  take  this  opportunity  to  explain  my- 
self in  connection  with  them. 

In  connection  with  the  city  matters,  you  were  about  to 
ask,  sir 

Mr.  CoLK — Just  wait  a  moiueut. 

[A  brief  consultation  between  Mr.  Cole  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  ensued.] 

By  Mr.  Colk — 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Taintor,  as  to  this  Ooman  case  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  I  will  be  ^lad  if  you  will  give  the  Committee  to 
understand  just  what  the  state  of  the  facts  was,  as  yoa 
undei-stood  them  ? 

A,  Do  tlie  Ooniinittee  take  the  responsibility  of  any 
prejudice  to  the  interests  of  the  city  in  other  suits?  If  so 
I  will  cheerfully  answer  the  questions.  The  same  evi- 
dence and  general  facts  apply  in  other  cases  still  pending. 

[The  Committee  and  Mr.  Cole  again  consulted.] 

By  Mr.  Colk — 

Q.  Is  it  your  opinion,  Mr.  Taintor,  that  to  give  a  history 
of  the  facts  of  the  Conian  case  might  endanger  the  interests 
of  the  city  in  other  pending  suits? 

A.  There  is  a  chance  that  they  miglit.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  would  endanger  the  interests  of  the  city,  but  it 
might  give  the  opposing  counsel  in  other  cases  some  clues 
to  our  evidence  in  those  cases  which  they  have  not  now, 
and  which  they  might  take  advantage  of  to  the  prejudice 
of  the  city's  interests.  The  facts  will  be  made  public  on 
the  trial  of  other  cases. 

Q,  Then  we  will  not  press  that.  Well  now,  with  regard 
to  the  frauds  againF,t  the  city  treasury,  as  distinguished 
from  those  against  the  county  treasury,  to  which  you  have 
already  testified,  were  those  under  special  acts  of  the 
Legislature  generally  ? 

A,  Well,  I  find  that  the  most  aggravated  frauds  in  con- 
nection with  the  $30,000,000  of  which  I  spoke  the  other 
day,  city  and  county  payments  combined,  were  under  the 
special  laws,  and  where  the  frauds  were  in  connection 
with  payments  from  funds  raised  upon  the  credit  of  the 
city,  rather  than  funds  raised  by  the  direct  appropriations 
of  the  tax  levy. 
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Q.  Yon  mean  bv  issue  of  bonds  nnder  special  legis- 
lation ? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  And  I  will  state  as  an  example,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Adjusted  Claims  of  '68 

Q,  Under  chapter  853  of  the  Laws  of  1868  ? 

A.  Yes.  It  gave  the  Comptroller  supreme  authority  to 
adjust  claims  against  the  city. 

Q.  Wait  a  moment,  (/hapter  853  of  the  Laws  of  1868, 
section  8,  I  presume  you  i-efer  to,  reads  as  follows 
[reading  the  section"! :     Is  that  the  provision  you  refer  to  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  Under  that  act  there  were  six  millions 
adjusted — or  about  six  millions — for  the  county,  and 
about  thirteen  millions  all  told.  Now  the  idea  of  paying 
thirteen  million  dollars  in  one  or  two  yeare  from  tlie  ap- 
propriations under  the  tax  levy  is  absurd,  and  there  were 
law.«^  ]>assed  8ubs(»quent  to  that  which  convortcd  those 
revenue  bonds  into  long  bonds  for  the  city  and  it  was  so 
done.  I  have  not  with  me  the  datA  to  refer  to,  but  it  was 
done.  The  idea  of  paying  from  the  tax  levy  I  do  not 
think  was  seriously  entertained  when  the  law  was  passed. 
The  same  statement  of  facts  applies  to  the  city  and 
countv. 

t- 

Q.  What  sort  of  claims  were  adjusted  and  subsequently 
paid  by  bonds  of  the  city  of  New  York  under  the  right 
provided  by  that  section  of  that  law  ? 

A.  Well,  I  will  cite  six  bills  in  the  name  of  J.  II. 
Ingersoll  &  Co.,  amounting  to  about  one  million  of 
dollars.  They  were  Ijogus,  almost  from  first  to  last,  and 
the  proceeds  were  divided  almost  as  systematically  as 
the  countv  funds  were.  The  voueliers  were  all  abstracted 
from  the  Finance  Department  except  one.  After  two  or 
three  years'  investigation  in  these  mattera,  I  accidentally 
found  that  voucher,  and  I  found   the  form  tor  legal  pro- 
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ceedin^ — for  commencing  legal  action  as  named  in  the 
law.  In  some  places  the  blanks  were  not  filled  out,  and 
the  names  of  attorneys  and  other  persons  were  pro- 
miscnonsly  attached,  written  in  by  everybody,  and  the 
whole  thing  was  in  irregnlar  shape,  for  tlie  sake  of  (K)ra- 
plying  somewhat  with  the  fonns  of  the  law  under  which 
the  money  was  to  be  ))aid,  but  it  was  very  irregnlar,  and 
showed  that  in  all  those  cases  there  were  very  vague 
attempts  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  law,  even 
regarding  the  form  of  the  papers. 

Q.  Were  suits  begun  in  those  cases  ? 

A.  Not  so  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  "  attorneys'  names  "  ? 

A.  On  the  voucher — 1  found  on  this  one  voucher  the 
legal  printed  form  attached,  but  few  of  the  blanks  filled 
np  at  all. 

Q.  You  mean  "summons"  and  " complaint,"  and  all 
that? 

A,  Yes;  but  so  as  to  show  they  were  mei-ely  put  there 
for  effect. 

Q,  Have  you  that  voucher  ? 

A,  No^  sir;  I  think  it  is  in  the  hands  of  some  of  the 
counsel  in  these  cases. 

Q.  1  wish  you  would  find  <»ut  whore  it  is,  as  it  is  impor- 
tant ? 

A.  T  will  do  so,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  those  six  bills  aggregate  ? 

A.  $933,000. 

Q.  What  do  they  purport  to  be  for? 

A.  Supplies  for  the  old  Street  Department. 

Q.  They  purported  to  be  old  bills  for  the  Street  De- 
partment before  that  was  superseded  by  the  Board  of 
Public  Works? 
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A.  Yes,  sir;  I  prepared  a  list  of  what  appeared  to  me 
to  be  the  most  agtrravated  cases  of  fraud  under  the  pay- 
ments on  that  act,  and  submitted  it  one  time  to  the  De- 
partment of  Public  Works,  and  asked  that  reference  might 
be  made  to  the  old  records  of  the  Street  Department,  as 
those  claims  generally,  were  alleojed  to  be  old  claims  of 
the  Street  Department  before  it  was  merged  into  the 
Board  of  Public  Works.  It  was  reported  to  me  that 
three  or  four  millions  of  those  claims  had  no  existencei 
so  far  as  their  books  were  ctmcerned. 

Q.  Have  you  the  list  of  those  claims  with  you  ? 

A.  It  is  in  another  pocket  in  an  adjoining  room,  and  if 
yon  will  send  a  messenger  for  it  I  can  obtain  it  [A  mes- 
senger was  dispatched  to  obtain  the  list.  |  There  are  others 
of  those  special  laws 

Q,  I  will  call  your  attention  to  some  more.  I  am 
informed  that  there  were  probably  some  frauds  perpetrated 
under  the  provisions  of  chapter  213  of  the  Laws  of  1871| 
relating  to  the  distribution  of  Croton  water  through  the 
city  of  New  York.  That  act  provided  that  the  Mayor, 
Aldermen  and  Commonalty  should  be  authorized  to 
extend  the  laying  of  pipes  for  the  distribution  of  Croton 
water  through  New  York,  etc.  ? 

A,  Appropriating  a  million,  or  a  million  and  a  half. 

Q,  Not  to  exceed  one  and  a  half  millions,  and  authorized 
the  Comptroller  to  borrow  uioney  and  issue  bonds  there- 
for? 

A.  Well,  there  was  a  little  over  one  million  dollars  paid 
from  that  fund  during  the  year  1871.  I  have  been  at 
some  pains  this  forenoon  to  figure  up  the  bills  in  which 
the  frauds  have  been,  or,  as  I  believe,  can  be  readily 
proven,  and  I  find  that  $508,000  out  of  the  million  alleged 
to  have  been  paid  for  this  purpose  that  year  is  entirely 
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fraudnlent,  or  embraces  a  very  large  element  of  fraud. 
These  cases  are  made  the  subject  of  actions,  or  perhaps 
the  evidence  in  some  of  them  may  have  been  used  as  off- 
sets to  other  claims  brought  against  the  city. 

Q.  Have  yon  that  in  such  a  shape  that  you  can  indicate 
the  instances  of  frauds  under  that  law  ? 

A,  I  can  give  the  names  of  individuals.  They  are  all 
embraced  in  the  list  I  submitted  the  other  day :  Keyser 
&  Co.,  Geo.  S.  Miller,  E.  Mariner,  Archibald  Hall,  Jr., — 
Morgan  Jones'  name  appears,  and  the  evidence  is  deemed 
sufficient  to  base  an  action  against  him — D.  Berrien :  I 
think  that  is  about  all ;  tive  or  six  names. 

Q.  Well,  were  those  claims  fraudulent  both  as  to  amount 
and  as  to  material  furnished  if 

A.  As  to  the  amount  of  material  furnished  and  in  some 
of  them  the  prices  charged  were  two  or  three  hundred 
per  cent,  in  advance  of  the  market  prices  of  the  articles 
alleged  to  have  been  furnished.  Take  both  classes  of 
frauds  and  they  aggregate  nearly  the  amount  of  the  bills. 

Q.  How  much  do  you  think  was  the  aggregate  of  the 
fraudulent  part  of  the  bills  collected  under  that  act  ? 

A,  Well,  I  adhere  to  the  fifteen  per  cent,  that  I  named 
the  other  day  in  connection  with  the  county  matters  as  a 
fair  average  of  the  genuine  value.  Of  course  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  judgment  on  my  part  gathered  from  experience  in 
these  matters,  but  in  every  case  I  can  specifically  state  the 
fraud,  and  I  feel  warranted  in  making  that  statement. 
Fifteen  per  cent  would  be  a  liberal  estimate  of  the  aver- 
age genuine  value  represented. 

Q.  Now,  I  call  your  attention  to  chapter  230  of  the 
Laws  of  1870,  which  is  another  one  of  the  special  acts 
whereby  money  is  supposed  to  have  been  diverted  from 
the  City  treasury.    That  law  gave  authority  to  raise  such 
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Slims  of  money  as  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Works 
should  certify  there  was  occasion  for.  What  was  done 
under  that  act? 

A,  That  act  is  unlimited  so  far  as  the  amount  of  money 
there  authorized  to  be  raised. 

Q.  Yes.  Limited  to  such  amount  only  as  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Public  Works  shall  certify  to  be  necessary. 
Who  was  Commissioner  of  Public  Works  then  ? 

A,  Mr.  Tweed. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  certify  what  amoimt  was  necessary  ? 

^.  I  do  not  know.  His  certiticate  is  attached  to  the 
bills  paid  under  this  act. 

Q,  lie  never  limited  himself  to  any  gross  sum  ? 

A,  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  There  were  estimates 
made  by  engineers  of  the  expenses  likely  to  be  incurred 
in  moving  this  aquerluct.  I  think  it  was  set  down  at  one 
and  a  half  millions.  The  aqueduct  was  removed  from 
Ninety-third  to  One  Hundred  and  Thirteenth  street.  It 
was  changed  about  twenty  blocks.  The  expenses  of  it  in 
1870,  and  up  to  the  middle  of  1871,  as  far  as  the  bills 
were  paid  was  $3,100,000,  or  a  little  over ;  I  have  for- 
gotten the  exact  amount. 

Q,  By  "  the  expenses "  do  you  mean  the  actual  ex- 
penses, or  that  charged  agaiust  the  city  ? 

A.  The  expense  the  city  was  put  to  under  that  act ;  the 
same  list  of  names,  I  think,  occur  in  connection  with  the 
frauds  in  that  job  which  appeared  in  the  Croton  water  lay- 
ing, and  the  evidence  in  connection  with  some  of  them  is 
absolutely  conclusive  as  to  the  frauds,  both  in  the  quantity 
of  material  alleged  to  have  been  furnished,  and  in  the 
prices,  too. 

Q.  And  what  amount  of  money  do  you  think 

A,  If  you  will  pardon  me  a  moment — I  am  informed 
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at  the  Comptroller's  office  tliat  there  are  still  a  large 
nuiDber  of  claims  outstanding,  amounting,  say,  to  half  a 
million  dollars ;  so  that  would  make  $3,500,000  for  moving 
the  aqueduct  twenty  blocks,  spent  in  a  year  and  a  half. 

Q,  Can  you  form  any  idea  of  the  proper  expenses  of 
that  work  ? 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q,  You  have  never  taken  any  expert  testimony  as  to 
what  it  cost  ? 

A.  I  have  not 

Q.  Well,  from  the  data  which  was  before  you,  what 
amount  of  this  $3,600,00(.>  do  you  think  was  properly 
chargeable  to  the  city  treasury  ?     Could  you  get  at  that  ? 

A,  Well — 1  should  estimate  it — I  do  not  believe  that 
over  fifty  per  cent,  of  it  was ;  I  think  that  would  be  a 
very  liberal  estimate  of  the  genuine  value. 

Q,  What  became  of  the  amount  of  money  which  repre- 
sented the  fraud — the  other  fifty  per  cent.  ? 

A,  AVarrants  were  drawn  to  the  order  of  the  man  who 
presented  the  bills,  and  were  generally  paid  in  bank-notes 
over  the  counter  of  the  bank. 

Q,  What  bank  ? 

A,  The  Broadway  Bank,  upon  which  the  checks  were 
drawn ;  the  tracing  of  bank-notes  is  very  difficult,  and 
they  have  not  been  traced  definitely ;  we  rely  on  the  in- 
ternal evidence  of  fraud  in  the  bills  as  they  were  paid. 

Q,  Have  any  suits  been  begun  against  the  persons 
whom  you  have  named  in  connection  with  fi*aud  in  this 
job? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which  are  they  < 

A,  Well,  that  against  D.  Berrien,  and  Morgan  Jones ; 
there  was  a  suit  commenced  against  £.  Mariner,  but  he 
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is  since  deceased  and  I  don't  thmk  it  amoiinte  to  anytliing* 
now. 

Q,  Are  those  some  of  the  suits  concerning  which  you 
tef^tiiied  at  the  last  session  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  think  of  any  otlier  t^pecial  acts  of  tho 
legislature  under  which  frauds  weie  perpetrated  against 
either  the  city  or  county  treasury? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  I  think  of  others;  there  was  the  Court 
House ;  that  was  under  the  county  regime. 

Q,  Well,  what  amount  of  money  have  you  ascertained 
was  diverted  from  the  county  treasury  by  the  Court  House 
job? 

A,  Well,  you  can  estimate  tho  cost  of  that  building  ta 
the  citv  anywhere  from  $8,000,000  to  $13,000,000.  It  is 
very  difficult  to  say  what  expenditures  are  chargeable  to 
it,  because  when  they  fnind  the  Court  HouSe  was  too 
heavily  loaded,  they  charged  it  to  "  County  Buildings  and 
OflSces."  Well,  if  the  county  buildings  and  offices  could 
be  found,  upon  which  this  vast  amount  had  been  spent, 
it  would  be  proper,  but  they  cannot  be.  The  Court 
House  is  charged  with  $8,00n,000  and  the  *' county  build- 
ings and  offices"  with  $.3,000,000  to  $6,000,000  more. 

Q.  Have  you  figured  up  what  the  proper  charge  for 
Court  House  and  all  other  city  and  county  offices  should 
have  been— in  a  rough  way? 

A.  It  has  been,  in  a  rough  way,  by  Mr.  Booth's  com- 
mittee, and  very  careful  estimates  I  believe  were  made; 
but  that  includes  armories  and  drill-rooms,  and  those  were 
paid,  I  think,  generally  by  appr(»[)riations  under  the  tax 
levy.  I  remember  it  was  a  very  small  percentage  of  the 
amount  paid  that  represented  the  genuine  value  of  the 
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building,  as  it  was  valued  by  skilled  persons  in  mechani- 
cal business. 

Q.  Were  those  fraudulent  amounts  diverted  from  the 
city  and  county  treasuries  under  those  several  acts  divided 
among  the  members  of  the  so-called  '^  ring  "  in  the  same 
way  other  kindred  matters  were  t 

A.  The  city  payments  were  generally  made  in  bills; 
that  is,  the  warrants  were  paid  in  bills,  and  distributed  in 
that  way.  In  the  connty  payments  the  warrants  were 
generally  deposited,  and  distribution  made  by  the  depos- 
itor, by  checks.  There  are  some  exceptions.  You  take 
Jones  &  Co.  and  Rogers  &  Co.  They  generally  deposited 
the  warrants,  drawn  to  their  order,  in  their  own  bank,  and 
I  know  of  but  one  instance  where  a  warrant  drawn  to 
their  order  was  drawn  by  any  of  the  distributors.  There 
was  one,  of  $50,000,  deposited  by  Woodward. 

Q.  And  the  reason  you  assume  that  those  city  payments 
took  the  same  course  as  the  others,  is  tliat  you  found  the 
warrants  were  deposited  by  the  same  persons  known  to  be 
go-betweens  in  the  county  matters  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  we  relied  on  the  internal  evidence  of  fraud 
in  the  vouchers  themselves  and  the  fact  that  they  were 
uniformly  paid  in  bank  notes,  over  the  counter  of  the 
bank,  when  the  men  to  whom  the  warrants  were  drawn 
were  men  in  business,  and,  if  they  had  been  legitimate 
warrants,  they  would  proliably  have  been  deposited  to 
their  own  credit,  in  their  own  banks,  in  the  regular  course 
of  business.  Yon  will  find  warrants  for  $150,000  or 
$160,000  being  paid  over  the  counter  of  the  Broadway 
Bank  in  bank  notes. 

Q.  To  the  payee  of  the  warrants  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  when  the  payee  had  a  current  business 
account  in  the  bank  at  the  same  time. 

28 
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Q.  Well,  now,  are  there  any  other  special  acts  under 
which  those  frauds  were  committed  that  you  can  think  of? 

A.  Well,  I  have  no  other  special  act6  in  mind,  where 
the  frauds  have  been  developed  by  myself  sufficiently  for 
me  to  speak  intelligently  about  them.  Doubtless,  there 
are  othei'S  of  which  I  could  speak,  but  I  have  not  them  in 
mind  at  present,  sir. 

[Here,  by  permission  of  the  Committee,  the  witness  ab- 
sented himself  for  a  few  minutes  to  procure  the  list  of 
fraudulent  claims  which  the  messenger  had  failed  to  find. 
Upon  his  return  with  the  list  the  examination  was  re- 
sumed.] 

Q,  Is  that  the  list  7 

A.  Yes,  sir;  tliis  is  the  paper  to  which  I  referred. 
[Handing  the  document  to  Mr.  Cole.] 

Mr.  Cole  [Reading  its  title]  — "  Certain  alleged  claims 
against  the  city  of  New  York,  paid  under  chapter  858, 
Laws  of  1868." 

Mr.  Taintor — It  is  certain  of  them ;  I  do  not  allege 
frauds  in  all  those  cases ;  I  merely  state  that  I  presented 
this  list  to  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  he  having  been,  as  I  understood,  in  the  employ  of 
the  Department  for  years,  and  asked  him  in  reference  to 
them.  He  reported  that  there  was  no  reference  in  the 
old  records  of  the  Street  Department,  or  of  the  Board  of 
Public  Works,  in  reference  to  those  claims. 

Q,  And  there  should  have  been  if  they  Iiad  been  bona 
fide  claims  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  see  the  list  is  not  footed  up  % 
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A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  copied  only  the  other  day,  and  has 
not  been  footed  up. 

Q.  Will  you  please  foot  it  up,  as  yon  are  ready  at 
figures — [after  a  brief  struggle  in  computation  by  the 
witness] — What  is  the  amount? 

A,  The  amount  is  a  little  over  $3,300,000 — I  have  not 
figured  it  up  definitely,  but  it  is  about  that. 

Q,  Now,  Mr.  Tain  tor,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  yon 
know  nothing  more  about  this  list,  except  that  you  pre- 
pared it  and  submitted  it  to  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  and  were  informed  that  there  wei-e  no  entries  upon 
their  books,  of  these  claims,  which  showed  that  none  of 
these  were  honafide  bills  ? 

-A..  I  will  make  this  reservation;  i  will  say  I  know 
nothing  about  certain  of  the  names — as  to  some  of  them, 
the  fraud  is  alleged  and  established ;  but  in  others,  I  do 
not  intend  to  imply  any  fraud. 

Q,  Will  you,  please,  run  your  pencil  thorough  those  to 
which  you  do  not  mean  to  imply  any  fraud  ? 

A.  I  do  not  mean  to  imply  fraud,  because  I  have  not 
examined  them. 

Q.  Well,  I  only  want  those  you  have  examined  and 
found  to  be  fraudulent  upon  examination  ? 

A.  I  will  mark  the  others — [erasing  certain  names.] 

Q,  [Re-taking  the  now  amended  list] — These  are 
alleged  claims  against  the  city  of  New  York,  paid  under 
chapter  853  of  the  Laws  of  1868,  which  you  say,  upon 
examination,  you  find  to  be  fi*audulent7 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And,  so  far  as  you  could  go  finding  them  fraudulent, 
you  referred  them  to  the  Department  of  Public  Works, 
and  it  was  certified  to  you  that  none  of  these  claims  ap- 
peared on  the  record  of  the  Street  Department,  where 
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they  should  have  appeared  to  enable  the  Comptroller  to 
pay  them  under  this  act  ? 

A.  I  believe  they  all  professed  to  have  originated  in 
the  old  Street  Department. 

Mr.  Cole  (reading  the  list) : 

1318.  W.  C.  Rogers  &  Co.,  June  4, 1870, 
stationery  for  various  departments,  to 
December  31, 1868 $89,968  85 

1316.  Transcript  Association,  June  7,  1870, 
advertising  for  Common  Council  to 
March  30,  1870 48,983  40 

1430.  A.  Brandon,  June  21, 1870,  repairing 
and  re-glazing  gas-lamps,  etc.,  for 
Street  Department,  to  November  29, 
1869,  as  per  chapter  383,  Laws  of 

1870 22,873  01 

1431.  G.  L.  Schuyler,  June  21, 1870,  tim- 
ber, etc.,  for  various  piers  for  Street 
Department,  to  April  9,  1870 162,089  70 

Mr.  Taintor — There  is  no  evidence  implicating  Mr. 
Schuyler  personally  in  connection  with  the  transaction, 
but  the  claim  is  a  fraudulent  one,  entirely  so,  as  I  be- 
lieve. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

A,  Mr.  Schuyler's  name  does  not  appear — that  is,  hia 

signature  docs  not  appear  upon  the  warrant  at  all. 

Q,  Whose  signature  does  appear  ? 

A,  The  signature  of,  I  believe,  a  mythical  person,  one 

Robert  Winthrop.     I  have  not  been  able  to  establish  his 

indentity. 

Q.  You  believe  him  to  be  a  myth  7 
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A.  Yes,  sir.     I  am  acquainted  with  one  gentleman  of 
that  name,  but  he  is  not  the  person. 

Mr.  CoLK  (resuming  the  reading  of  the  list) : 

1432.  E.  Marrener,  June  21,  1870,  labor 
and  materials  for  late  Street  Depart- 
ment, to  June  30, 1869 $23,278  28 

1483.  Keyser&Co.,  June  21,  1870,  labor 
and  materials  for  late  Street  Depart- 
ment, to  September  9,  1869 56,386  60 

1618.  Keyser  &  Co.,  July  7,  1870,  labor 
and  materials  flirnished  late  Street 
Department,  to  May  20, 1 867 63,263  44 

1668.  IngersoU  &  Co.,  July  13,  1870,  ma- 
terials furnished  by  direction  of  late 
Street  Department,  January  1  to 
June  30,  1867 160,110  42 

1747.  Keyser  &  Co.,  July  23,  1 870,  labor 
and  materials  furnished  late  Street 
Department,  to  December  19,  1867..        51,193  38 

1748.  IngersoU  &  Co.,  July  23,  1870,  labor 
and  materials  furnished  various  de- 
partments, July  1  to  December  31, 

1867 162,249  05 

1802.  IngersoU  &  Co.,  July  29,  1870,  fur- 
niture,  carpets,  etc.,  furnished  vari- 
ous departments  by  order  of  late 
Street    Department,     to     June    30, 

1868 161,341  84 

1803.  John  O'Donnell,  July  29, 1870,  lamp- 

posts,  granite  blocks,  etc.,  furnished 
late  Street  Department  to  May  25, 
1870 46,780  23 
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1854.  IngersoU  &  Co.,  August  4,  1870,  ma- 
'  terials  furnished  various  departments 
on  requisition  of  late  Street  Depart- 
ment, July  1  to  December  31,  1868. .    $155,297  7» 

1926.  IngersoU  &  Co.,  August  15, 1870,  ma- 
terials furnished  various  departments 
on  requisition  of  late  Street  Depart- 
ment, January  1  to  June  3(»,  1869.. .      153,367  04 

1937.  IngersoU  &  Co.,  August  23,  1870, 
materials  furnished  various  depart- 
ments on  requisition  of  late  Street 
Department,  July  1  to  December  31, 
1869 151,274  86 

ADJUSTED   OLAmS. 

1162.  E.   Jones   &  Co.,   October  7»    1868, 

balance  of  claim  for  stationery 138,077  26 

1163.  R  Jones  4;  Co.,  October  7,  1868,  on 

account  of  claim  for  stationery 150,000  00 

1551.  W.  C.  Kogers  &  Co.,  November  2, 
1868,  stationery  for  Common  Coun- 
cil and  various  departments 61,274  41 

1830.  E.  Jones  &  Co.,  November  30,  1863, 
printing  and  binding  for  Boards  of 
Aldermen  and  Common  Council  in 

1867.C 36,444  29 

2103.  Transcript  Association,  December  18, 

1868,  judgment  for  publishing  pro- 
ceedings and  documents  of  Common 

Council 100,376  56 

1310.  Transcript    Association,    August    4, 

1869,  in  full  of  claim  for  advertising 
for  city   government    in    1867   and 

1868 67,437  27 
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1811.  N.  Y.  Printing  Co.,  Au^uBt  4,  1869, 
in  fnll  of  claim  for  printing  for  the 
government  in  1866, 1867  and  1868..     $48,060  78 

2672.  W.  C.  Rogers  &  Co.,  November  29, 

1869,  printing,  stationery,  etc.,  to 
various  departments  to  December  1, 

1868 69,135  71 

2672.  Transcript    Association,    January   6, 

1870,  advertising  for  Common  Coun- 
cil, July  2  to  October  30,  1869 49,982  72 

2673.  Transcript    Association,  January    6, 

1870,  for  judgment  filed   July   31, 

1869 27,419  08 

413.  W.  C.  Riggers  &  Co.,  February  7, 
1870.  in  full  for  blank  books,  station- 
ery, etc.,  for  various  departments, 
August  25  to  December  31,  1868..        66,905  09 

1064.  Edwaid  Marriner,  May  4, 1870,  claim 
for  work  and  materials  furnished 
various   departments,  January   3   to 

August  3,  1865 51,328  58 

1065.  J.  H.  Keyser  &   Co.,  May  4,  1870, 

same  as  above,  from  January  1, 1865, 

to  November  3, 1866 59,762  44 

1196.  E.  Marrener,  May  24, 1870,  in  full  of 

claim  for  work  and  materials  fur- 
nished late  Street  Department,  Jan- 
uary 3  to  September  29,  1866 34,526  49 

1197.  G.  L.  Schuyler,  May  24, 1870,  lumber 

furnished   at  various  piers  for  late 

Street  Department  to  May  11,  1869.      168,218  74 
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1132.  John  O'Donnell,  May  26, 1870,  granite 
blocks,  lamp-posts  and  irons  for  late 
Street  Department,  to  October  30, 
1868 $78,848  30 

1292.  Daniel  Berrien,  June  2,  1870,  sup- 
plies,  etc.,  furnished  late  Street  De- 
partment to  March  29,  1870 $6,332  62 

1293.  A  Hall,  Jr.,  June  2,  1870,  labor  and 
supplies  for  the  late  Street  Depart- 
ment to  December  8,  1868 92,529  26 

1294.  C.  n.  Jacobus,  June  2,  1870,  labor 
and  materials  furnished  late  Street 
Department,  to  June  %  1809 97,813  16 

1296.  Keyser  &  Co.,  June  2,  1870,  labor 
and  supplies  for  late  Street  Depart- 
ment, to  October  18,  1868 68,701  89 

1299.  N.  Y.  Printing  Co.,  June  2,  1870, 
Printing  for  Common  Council  to 
December  31,  1869 79,244  16 


Mr.  CoLK — Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  to  report  that,  on  the 
26th  of  October,  I  applied  to  a  Justice  of  the  Supreme 
Court  for  a  writ  of  attachment  directed  to  John  Bridge- 
ford,  commanding  him  to  appear  before  a  Justice  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  at  the  Chambers  thereof,  on  Monday  next, 
to  answer  for  his  misconduct  in  refusing  to  obey  a  writ  of 
subpoena  served  on  him  commanding  him  to  testify  before 
this  committee.  That  writ  will  be  served  by  a  special 
deputy  on  Monday  morning,  and  I  have  every  reason  to 
expect  that  Mr.  Bridgeford  will  be  present  on  that  occa- 
sion, to  answer  for  his  misconduct,  and  to  appear  to  tes- 
tify.  I  have  received  a  telegram  from  him,  saying  he  will 
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be  here,  but  that  will  not  deter  me  from  serving  the  writ 
of  attachment  upon  liim,  for  fear  he  might  change  his 
mind. 

Alderman    Lewis — The  Committee   stands  adjourned 
until  Monday  next,  the  29th  inat.,  at  two  o'clock,  p.  m. 


SEVENTEENTH  DAY. 


Monday,  Oct.  29, 1877—2  p.  m. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"  Cowing. 

The  Committee  met,  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Mr.  H.  F.  Tajntor  was  called,  but  did  not  respond. 

Mr.  Cole,  Assistant  Corporation  Counsel— Mr.  Chair- 
man, 1  do  not  find  the  witness,  Mr.  H.  F.  Taintor,  present, 
and  I  have  not  got  through  with  hlin  yet. 

Aid.  Cowing — Cannot  that  be  suspended  until  we  finish 
the  other  matter  ? 

Mr.  Cole — Certainly ;  we  can  take  him  up  afterward 
just  as  well.     [To  Officer.]     Call  Mr.  John  Bridgeford. 

John  Bridgeford,  sworn : 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Your  name  is  John  Bridgeford  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Where  is  your  residence,  Mr.  Bridgeford  I 

A,  No.  286  State  street,  Albany. 

Q,  And  your  occupation  is  ? 

A.  Builder. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  connected  in  any  way  officially  with 
the  construction  of  the  new  Capitol  building  at  Albany! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  capacity  ? 

A,  Superintendent. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  present  at  an  interview  between 
Wm.  M.  Tweed  and  Hamilton  Harris,  of  Albany,  at 
which  wa8  discussed  any  scheme  for  legislation? — for 
legislating  the  then  existing  commissioners  out  of  office, 
and  for  the  appointment  of  a  new  commission  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  Capitol  building? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  When  was  that  ? 

A,  About  the  time  when  they  made  that  commission  of 
six ;  I  forget  the  dates. 

Q.  About  the  year  1870,  or  1871  ? 

A,  I  could  not  give  you  the  dates ;  the  time  that  the 
new  commission  of  six  was  formed :  you  can  tell  by  ro- 
ferrinc:. 

Q.  Where  was  that  interview  held  ? 

A,  In  Mr.  Tweed's  room  at  the  Delavan  House. 

Q.  Who  was  present  besides  you  and  Mr.  Hamilton 
Harris  ? 

A,  Mr.  Tweed. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  at  Mr.  Tweed's  room  by  appoint- 
ment ? 

A,  I  think  it  was  by  appointment. 

Q.  Will  you  please  state  to  the  Committee,  as  nearly 
as  you  can  recollect,  the  words  of  whatever  conversation 
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passed  between  yon  three  at  that  interview,  or,  if  you 
cannot  recollect  the  precise  words,  as  nearly  as  you  can 
the  substance  of  that  interview  ? 

A,  The  substance  of  it  was  that  Mr.  Harris  wanted  the 
commis8ion  changed;  there  was  thou  a  connnission  of 
ei^ht  and  he  wanted  a  commission  of  six.  There  was  one 
troublesome  man  in  the  commission  whom  thev  desired  to 
be  rid  of,  and  for  that  Mr.  Harris  wanted  this  new  com- 
mission made  and  the  commission  was  to  be  got  through 
the  Legislature  by  Mr.  Tweed. 

Q,  That  is,  the  necessary  legislation  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  new  commission  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  The  understanding  was  that  Mr.  Harris 
was  to  manage  the  matter,  and  they  were  to  divide  the 
profits  of  the  quarry  and  of  the  building,  whatever  profits 
were  made  in  the  way  of  commissions,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Well,  was  it  specified  at  that  meeting  who  should 
compose  this  new  commission  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was  talked  over,  but  I  don't  remember  the 
names  who  were  to  be  on  that  commissicm. 

Q.  And  you  say  it  was  agreed  between  Mr.  Harris  and 
Mr.  Tweed,  that  Tweed  sliould  get  the  necessary  legisla- 
tion through,  and  that  Harris  should  manage  the  new 
commission  appointed  under  it,  and  that  the  protits  should 
be  divided  between  Harris  and  Tweed? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  specify  what  profits  they  expected  to 
make  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  was  that  the  whole  of  the  conversation  ? 

A.  As  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Q.  What  position  did  Mr.  Tweed  occupy  at  that 
time? 
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A.  State  Senator. 

Q.  Was  he  supposed  to  be  an  influential  Senator  at  Uiat 
time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  position  did  Mr.  Hamilton  Harris  occupy  at 
that  time? 

A»  Commissioner. 

Q.  He  was  a  Commissioner  under  the  old  commission, 
and  also  the  then  proposed  new  one,  was  he  not  I 
A.  Been  through  the  whole  of  them,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  was  the  bill  which  Mr.  Tweed  undertook  to 
have  passed  by  the  Legislature  actually  passed — the  legis- 
lation obtained  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  the  old  commission  go  out  of  office,  and 
did  the  new  commission,  as  agreed  between  these  two  men 
at  this  conversation,  come  into  power  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir  ;  the  commission  of  six. 

Q,  Who  composed  that  commission  ? 

A.  Mr.  William  C.  Kingsley,  Mr.  Delos  De  Wolf, 
Chauncey  M.  Depew,  William  A.  Rice,  Hamilton  Harris 
and  Edwin  A.  Merritt. 

Q.  Who  was  made  chairman  of  that  new  commis- 
sion ? 

A,  Hamilton  Harris. 

Q.  When  the  new  commission  went  mto  office  and  ac- 
tually undertook  the  building  of  the  new  capitol,  who  of 
those  Commissioners  were  active  members  of  the  commis- 
sion ;  all  of  them  ? 

A.  Mr.  Harris  was  the  prominent  one;  the  other  were 
not  there  only  occasionally,  except  Mr.  Rice.  Mr.  Harris 
and  Mr.  Rice  were  the  prominent  men. 
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Q.  How  long  were  you  connected  with  the  Capitol  as 
Saperintendent  ? 

A.  I  was  there  from  the  beginning.  I  can't  remember 
the  date  exactly  when  I  left  there.  This  has  come  so  sud- 
denly on  me  I  have  no  dates  for  anything. 

Q.  Well,  as  near  as  you  can  tell  ? 

A.  From  the  beginning  up  to  some  time  in  1872.  I'm 
not  certain  about  that  and  I  don't  like  to  place  the  dates, 
because  I'm  not  prepared. 

Q.  That  is  near  enough,  I 

A,  I  just  want  to  say  that  I  am  unprepared  here,  and 
that  was  why  I  went  back  last  week.  I  came  down  to 
appear  before  the  Committee  before  and  went  back  to  Al- 
bany to  piepare  myself,  and,  when  I  got  there,  fonnd  by 
the  papers  that  there  was  an  attachment  out,  and  my 
counsel  told  me  to  come  right  back,  so  I  started  right  off 
and  came  down  to  answer,  and  I  haven't  got  the  dates, 
and  if  yon  lead  me  off  you  will  get  me  all  out,  and  I  can't 
do  justice  to  the  case  at  all. 

Q,  Well,  from  your  knowledge  of  the  duties  of  the 
Commissioners  for  the  Building  of  the  Capitol,  do  you 
know  of  any  legitimate  profits  which  conld  possibly  arise 
out  of  that  position,  Cnrther  than  the  salaries  which  were 
paid  to  the  Commissioners? 

A.  No ;  no  legitimate  profits. 

Q.  Were  there  any  illegitimate  profits  that  were,  to 
your  knowledge,  derived  by  any  member  of  the  commis- 
sion? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  those  illegitimate  profits  ? 

A.  In  the  way  of  commissions. 

Q,  From  whom  and  for  what  ? 

A.  From  contractors. 
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Q.  Paid  to  whom  ? 

A.  They  paid  them  to  me  and  I  paid  them  to  Harria. 

Q.  Who  ^ave  out  the  contracts ! 

A.  They  were  given  out  by  the  Commissioners. 

Q.  And  do  you  mean  to  say  that  persons  to  whom  con- 
tracts were  awarded  by  the  Commissioners  paid  percent- 
ages or  commissions  to  you,  and  that  you  paid  those  com- 
missions over  to  Mr.  Hamilton  Harris  I 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  those  commissions  amount  in  the  aggregate  to 
a  considerable  sum  of  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  collected  from  contractors  moneys,  which 
you  call  commissions  or  percentages,  on  their  contracts 
and  paid  them  over  to  Mr.  Harris,  more  than  once  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  of  the  Commissioners,  of  this 
commission  of  six,  being  interested  in  auy  stone  quarry 
which  furnished  stone  to  the  building  of  the  new  Capi- 
tol ? 

A,  Only  Mr.  Harris. 

Q.  What  quarry  was  that  ? 

A.  The  New  York  Granite  Co. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  Commissioner  Harris  was 
interested  in  that  quarry  as  part  owner  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Aiid  did  that  quarry  furnish  stone  to  the  Capitol  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Were  there  auy  other  quarries,  that  you  know  of, 
that  any  of  the  other  Commissioners  Iiad  any  interest  in  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you,  Mr.  Bridgeford,  discharged  by  the  Com- 
mi&sionei*s  from  your  position  as  Superintendent  ? 
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A.  Not  by  the  Commissionere. 

Q.  Well,  were  you  discharged  ? 

A.  I  never  considered  myself  so.  I  got  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Mc  Alpine,  saying  my  services  would  be  no  longer  re- 
qnired.  The  Ck>mmis8ioners  didn't  give  me  any  intima- 
tion that  I  was  discharged. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  I  can't  give  the  date. 

Q.  Was  it  after  the  appointment  of  the  commission  of 
six? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  were  you  discharged  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  the  particular  reason  myself. 

Q.  Was  it  for  any  misconduct  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  of  any. 

Q.  Did  they  give  you  any  intimation  of  why  you  were 
discharged  at  the  time  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  and  I've  got  a  recommendation  here  which 
Fd  like  to  have  read. 

The  paper  was  read  as  follows : 

"  To  whom  it  inay  concern  : 

"  Whereas  an  investigation  is  now  going  on  by  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State,  in  relation  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
work  on  the  new  Capitol  has  heretofore  been  conducted, 
and  it  being  rumored  that  John  Bridgeford,  late  Super- 
intendent, was  removed  by  the  Commissioners  on  said 
building  for  incompetency,  we  avail  ourselves  of  this 
opportunity  to  say  that  there  is  not  the  slightest  founda- 
tion for  such  a  statement.  Mr.  Bridgeford  has  been  con- 
nected with  the  said  structure  from  its  commencement, 
and  having  been  closelj  and  intimately  associated  with 
him,  we  would  say  that  he  has  alwaj'S  and   invariably 
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shown  himself  f ally  and  perfectly  competent  to  take  and 
manage  the  entire  work  in  a  bnsiness-like  and  masterly 
manner.  We  wonld  also,  furthermore,  say  that  so  long 
as  he  was  connected  with  the  said  work  he  always  did  his 
whole  dnty  honestly,  promptly,  faithfully,  and  economi- 
cally, and  we  don't  know  of  a  single  mistake  or  fault  in 
any  part  of  the  said  structure  that  can  justly  be  attributed 
to  him  or  to  his  judgment. 

*^  Hamilton  Harris. 

"  William  A.  Riob." 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Was  that  letter  given  to  you  subse- 
quently to  your  dismissal  from  your  position,  or  before! 

A.  That  was  after  they  say  I  was  dismissed.  Mr.  Har- 
ris can  answer  whether  the  Board  did  it  or  not. 

Q.  Well,  it  was  after  you  received  the  letter  of  dismis- 
sal from  Mc Alpine? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Bridgeford,  you  say  that  you  have  re- 
ceived money  from  contractors  as  commissions  upon  con- 
tracts, and  that  you  have  paid  that  money  over  to  Mr. 
Hamilton  Harris. 

A,   Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Did  Mr.  Harris  understand,  when  you  paid  him  that 
money,  where  it  came  from  and  what  it  was  I 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  direct  you  to  demand  percentages  or 
commissions  from  contractors? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  was  it  in  accordance  with  directions  from  him 
that  you  did  so  demand  and  receive  money  and  pay  it  over 
to  him? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Cole — That  is  all,  I  believe. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing,  in  cross-^xammatian) — Thiee 
commiBsionB  that  you  spoke  of,  and  which  you  said  you  re- 
ceived, you  were  aware  at  the  time  were  dishonest  and 
illegitimate  ? 

A,  I  did. 

Q.  And  you  assumed  that  position,  to  act  for  a  dis- 
honest and  illegitimate  purpose,  did  you  not  t 

A.  It  was  dishonest,  but 

Q.  Answer  ray  question,  sir.  You  knew  at  the  time 
that  you  were  doing  a  dishonest  thing,  did  you  not? 

A .  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  And  with  full  knowledge  of  that  you  did  it,  did  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  did  you  get  those  commissions  from? 

A.  I  don't  feel  tliat  it's  my  duty  to  give  the  names  of 
those  parties ;  if  you  wish  it  FU  give  you  their  names 
privately,  but  I  don't  want  to  give  them  so  that  they  will 
be  publisbed,  and  I'll  tell  you  why,  it  will  only  give  them 
opportunity  to  get  away  out  of  the  way  of  being  called 
as  witnesses,  and  full  justice  will  not  be  done  in  the 
matter. 

Q.  I  ask,  sir,  from  whom  you  received  the  commissions 
that  you  paid  Mr.  Harris  ? 

A.  I've  told  you  why  I  don't  want 

Q,  Never  mind  what  you  want — I  want  you  to  tell  us 
from  whom  you  received  those  commissions  that  you  paid 
over  tc»  Mr.  Harris? 

John  Townsknd — 1  object  to  the  witness  answering,  for 
the  reason  that  he  has  given  a  reason  that,  for  the  public 
benefit,  the  committee  should  accept 
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Alderman  Cowing — I  object  to  Mr.  Tovvnsend's  appear- 
ing in  this  matter  at  all.  He  is  here  only  by  courtesy  of 
the  Committee^  and  has  no  right  to  interfere  with  the 
legitimate  cross-examination  of  a  witness.  This  man,  in 
his  direct  testimony,  has  given  evidence  maligning  and 
blackening  the  character  of  a  prominent  public  gentleman, 
and  when  it  is  intended  to  cross-examine  liim  and  test  his 
recollection,  counsel  undertakes  to  prevent.  That  is  not 
in  accordance  with  the  law,  as  I  and  Mr.  Townsend  under- 
stand it.  This  witness  is  brought  here  evidently  for  a 
purpose.  Up  to  the  present  he  has  subserved  that  pur- 
pose and  the  counsel  cannot  shield  him  in  this  manner 
when  he  has  struck  at  the  character  of  Senator  Harris  ? 

John  Townsend — I  claim  that  I  have  the  right  to  be 
here  and  to  advise  the  witness,  as  the  representative  of  his 
couiuiel,  and  the  purpose  in  view  was  not  to  shield  the 
witness,  but  to  prevent  injury  to  the  public  interests,  as  he 
stated. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  insist  upon  the  question  being 
answered  from  whom  he  received  the  commissions  to  be 
paid  to  Mr.  Harris,  for  it  is  a  proper  subject  for  cross- 
examination. 

Thb  WriNESs — It  don't  look  to  me  that  it  would  be 
exactly  the  thing.     I  come  down  here 

Aid.  Cowing — One  moment.  I  simply  desire  answers 
to  my  questions.  You  have  counsel  here,  and  when  the 
time  comes  to  explain  you  can  do  so  in  re-direct  testi- 
mony. I  desire  now  an  answer  to  my  question,  and  not 
a  speech.  Are  you  ready  to  answer  the  question  now, 
Mr.  Bridgef ord  ? 

A.  I  am  not     I  decline  to  answer. 
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Aid.  Cowing — ^I  protest  against  Mr.  Townsend  whis- 
pering with  the  witness.  It  is  unfair.  It  is  an  unheard- 
of  thing,  a  lawyer  whispering  to  a  witness  on  the  stand. 

John  Townsend — I  have  a  right  to  do  so,  and  that  is  a 
portion  of  ray  duty  which  I  shall  continue  to  do. 

Aid.  Cowing — [To   the  witness] — Are  you  willing  to 
answer  that  question  ? 
A.  Not  in  that  way. 

Alderman  Cowing — Then  I  shall  ask  that  the  counsel 
of  this  Committee  be  instructed  to  take  the  necessary 
steps  for  the  detention  and  incarceration  of  this  witness 
until  he  fehall  be  ready  to  answer  the  question. 

The  Witness — If  you  want  to  shield  this  man,  all  right, 
but  I  want  to  get  the  witnesses  here.  I  come  down 
here 

Alderman  Cowing — Silence !    We  don't  want  a  speech. 

Alderman  Lewis — I  think  the  witness  had  better  answer 
the  question.  I  do  not  see  tiie  probability  of  any  harm  to 
the  public's  interest  from  his  doing  so. 

The  Wiiness — Veiy  well,  sir.    Just  as  you  say. 

Alderman  Cowing — [To  the  witness] — Now,  will  you 
please  state  the  names  of  the  parties  from  whom  you  re- 
ceived commissions? 

A.  Mr.  Edward  Learned. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  receive  from  him  ? 

A.  I  cannot  give  the  amounts,  because  I  have  got  to  get 
the  data  first 

Q.  From  whom  else  ? 

A,  Mr.  Bangs. 
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Mr.  Cole — Give  the  full  name,  please. 
W1TNE88 — I  have  not  got  it. 
Mr.  Cole — Then  give  his  firm. 
Witness — Bangs  ife  Gaynor. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — How  much  did  you  get 
from  him  ? 

A,  I  don't  remember  how  much  from  any  of  them  and 
can't  without  the  data. 

Q.  Any  more  ? 

^.  E.  R.  Seward. 

Q,  Anymore? 

A.  Jacob  Holler. 

Q.  Is  that  all? 

A.  No.  There  are  more,  bnt  I  can't  think  of  their 
names  now.  There  were  various  contractore.  I'll  have  to 
get  their  names  by  data. 

Q.  And  you  can't  give  the  names  of  any  other  person? 

A.  There  is  others,  but  I  don't  remember  them  now. 

Q,  Can  you  give  the  amounts  you  received  from  them 
respectively?     Those  whom  you  have  named? 

A,  I  cannot. 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  dates  upon  which  yon  received 
money  from  them? 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  this  conversation  took  place  be- 
tween Mr.  Tweed  and  Mr.  Harris  in  reference  to  this 
commission  ? 

A.  I  cannot  remember  the  year. 

Q.  You  do  not  even  remember  what  year  it  was  in  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  vear  that  the  commission  of  six  was 
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appointed  and  if  you'll  turn  to  the  records  or  give  me 
time  to  get  the  data,  I'll  give  it 

Q.  Were  you  not  here  before  on  this  matter} 

A.  I  was  here  and  went  back  to  get  data  and  I  saw  by 
the  papers  that  I  was  to  be  attached  and  my  counsel  in 
Albany  told  me  "  go  right  down  as  quick  as  you  can  get 
there,"  and  I  jumped  right  on  the  cars,  just  as  1  was,  and 
never  stopped  for  anything,  but  came  here  to  answer  it. 

Q.  You  say  this  conversation  took  place  in  the  Delavan 
House? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  your  memory  pretty  correct  as  to  what  took  place 
at  that  time  ? 

A.  As  accurate  as  I  have  given  it  to  you. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  montli  in  yirhich  that  conversation 
took  place  ? 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  day  of  the  week  } 

A,  I  cannot. 

Q,  Was  it  morning  or  evening  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  evening. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  three  talking  together  on  that 
occasion  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  exactly  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  go  there  alone? 

A.  No ;  with  Mr.  Harris. 

Q,  Now  state  the  conversation  just  as  it  took  place ; 
give  us  the  order  of  the  conversation  and  what  each  per- 
son said  '.  who  spoke  first,  who  second,  and  all  that  ? 

A.  I  cannot  any  more  than  I  have  already.  I  joflt 
sum  it  up  that 

Q.  Dut  I  want  to  know  who  spoke  first  and  what  he 
said? 


454 


A,  Oh !     Yoa're  a  getting  it  down  a  little  too  fine. 


Q.  Do  you  know  who  spoke  first  ? 

A,  I  was  trying  to  answer  yon. 

Q.  I  ask  yon  again  if  you  know  who  spoke  first  ? 

A.  I  said,  "No." 

Q.  And  yet  yon  presume  to  remember  what  was  said  ? 

A.  Now,  liold  on  ;  don't  get  over  yourself ;  I  want  to 
do  the  fair  tiling  and  tell  the  whole  story.  I  want  it  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  I  do  not  want  to  screen  myself. 
I 

Q.  What  was  the  conversation  ? 

A,  It  was  to  the  effect  that  this  commission  was  txy  con- 
sist of  six,  and  Mr.  Harris  was  to  run  it  in  the  interest  of 
Mr.  Tweed  and  himself. 

Q.  But  yon  cannot  remember  the  exact  conversation  ? 

A,  No ;  it's  a  long  time  since  ;  several  years ;  and  I 
can't  remember  every  word. 

Q,  And  you  went  there  to  assist  in  this  making  of  a 
commission  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And,  notwithstanding  the  certificate  of  good  char- 
acter you  have  here,  you  did  assist  in  making  this  com- 
mission, which  you  knew  was  for  illegitimate  and  dishonest 
purposes? 

A.  I  went  with  them,  but  I  didn't  do  the  work.  Mr. 
Harris  and  Mr.  Tweed  did  the  work. 

Q.  But  you  collected  commissions,  I  understood  you  to 

Bay? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Alderman  Cowing — That  is  all. 

Mr.  Cole — One  moment  more.  I  would  like  to  know 
something  more  about  these  persons  who  have  been  named. 
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so  that  we  can  have  them  subpoenaed.  Where  does 
Edward  Learned  live  now  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think  in  Pittsfield  or  Spring- 
field. 

Q.  Where  does  Mr.  Bangs  live ! 

A.  Syracuse,  I  think. 

Q.  Where  does  Seward  live? 

A,  In  Albany. 

Q,  Where  does  Jacob  Holler  live  ? 

A.  In  Albany. 

Mr.  Cole — That  is  all,  I  believe,  at  present. 

Hamilton  Harris,  sworn : 

[Alderman  C!owing  conducting  the  direct  examination.] 
What  is  your  full  name  1 

A.  Hamilton  Harris. 

Q,  Are  you  a  State  Senator  of  this  State  ? 

A.  lam. 

Q.  Representing  what  district? 

A.  The  Thirteenth. 

Q,  How  long  have  you  represented  the  district? 

A.  My  time  will  expire  this  year. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  acted  as  State  Senator? 

A.  For  two  sessions. 

Q.  And  you  are  a  resident  of  Albany  ? 

A,  1  am. 

Q,  You  have  heard  the  testimony  of  the  witness  who 
has  just  left  the  stand,  have  you  not  ? 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Will  you  please  state  generally  whether  any  portion 
of  his  testimony  which  charges  any  illegitimate  or  dishonest 
conduct  on  your  part  with  reference  to  the  construction 
of  the  new  Capitol  at  Albany  is  true  or  false  ? 
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A.  It  is  absolutel J  and  entirely  false.  There  is  not  one 

word  of  trntb  in  it,  and  I  desire,  if  the  Committee   will 

allow  me,  to  go  a  little  fuller  into  my  connection   with 
this  matter. 

Alderman  Cowing — Please  do  so. 

The  WrrNT588 — In  the  first  place,  the  commission  was 
never  made  by  Mr.  Tweed  and  myself.  Mr.  Tweed  and 
myself  talked  about  changing  the  commission  and 
changing  the  commissioners,  but  this  commission  was 
agreed  upon  by  a  party  of  gentlemen  in  the  Ex- 
ecutive Chamber  one  night,  as  Mr.  Tweed  will  re- 
member if  he  calls  it  to  mind,  and  it  was  long  before  that 
when  I  had  a  talk  with  Mr.  Tweed  about  contracts ;  but 
there  never  was  any  agreement  between  Mr.  Tweed  and 
myself,  or  any  talk  between  Mr.  Tweed,  Mr.  Bridgeford 
and  myself  in  regard  to  commissions  or  in  regard  to 
profits.  It  is  absolutely  false,  and  I  desire  to  emphasize 
it  Neither  is  it  true  that  I  ever  received  one  dollar  of 
conmiissions  or  percentages,  directly  or  indirectly.  It  is 
false.  It  is  entirely  false.  I  never  did  so.  Neither  is  it 
true  that  I  ever  heard  that  any  contractor  or  supplier  of 
materials  for  the  Capitol  ever  paid  a  dollar  for  commis- 
sions or  percentages.  I  know  of  no  one  receiving  per- 
centages or  commissions  upon  that  work,  from  the  begin- 
ning to  the  present  time.  There  has  no  such  thing  taken 
place  to  my  knowledge.  The  subject  of  the  work  upon 
the  new  Capitol  has  be^n  under  investigation  each  winter, 
from  the  winter  of  1872  up  to  the  present  time.  As  Mr. 
Bridgeford  has  stated  Iiere,  he  was  discharged.  He  was 
Acting  Superintendent,  but  he  was  discharged.  In  the 
winter  of  1873  he  preferred  certain  charges,  which  were 
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investigated  by  a  committee  of  the  Legislature.  In  the 
statement  that  he  made  before  that  committee  he  brought 
np  a  great  many  grievances,  charging  the  commissioners 
with  doing  this  thing  and  that  thing,  which  was  entirely 
wrong,  as  he  thought,  but  the  committee  linally  made  a 
report  in  favor  of  the  Board.  Mr.  Mc Alpine  took  Mr. 
Bridgeford's  place  as  superintendent  in  tlie  winter  of 
1874,  and  I  went  before  the  Oommittee  of  W^ys  and 
Means  of  the  Assetnbly,  and  I  there  explained  and  swore 
to  all  my  connecttion  with  the  Capitol  in  regard  to  m«'ney 
mattei-s,and  I  desire,  if  tliis  Committee  is  willing,  to  re- 
iterate and  to  testify  to  the  same  thing  here  that  I  then 
swore  to.  That  was  four  yeais  ago.  This  is  an  extract 
from  the  testimony  I  gave  before  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1874 : 

"  I  have  been  informed  that  Mr.  Bridge  ford  has  stated 
that  I  was  making  money  out  of  the  Capitol.  About  the 
time  last  year  that  his  a))pointment  was  annulled  he  told 
me  in  substance  that  I  was  re-^ponsible  for  it,  and  that, 
unless  he  was  reinstated  he  should  expose  all  he  knew 
about  my  use  of  money,  and  made  other  threats. 

*'  I  told  him  I  was  not  conscious  of  having  done  anything 
or  sanctioning  anything  done  that  I  was  not  willing  to  have 
the  ptiblic  know  ;  I  have  never,  directly  or  indirectly,  re- 
ceived or  used  a  dollar  of  the  Capitol  funds  or  public 
moneys.  I  liave  never,  directly  or  indirectly,  received  a 
dollar  from  any  contractor  or  person  furnishing  or  in- 
terested in  furni«»hi!ig  material  or  performing  labor  for  the 
new  Capitol,  and  have  in  no  way  whatever  been  pecuniar- 
ily benefited  by  reason  of  my  connection  therewith,  and 
no  one  has,  to  my  knowledge  or  belief,  been  paid  a  dollar 
more  than  he  was  fairly  entitled  to  for  material  actually 
delivered  or  service  actually  performed.     Every  dollar 
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paid  from  the  commencement  of  the  work,  and  what  it 
was  paid  f(»r,  has  been  rep<:)rted  to  the  Legislature,  and 
a  voucher  tlierefor,  verified  and  certified,  is  on  file  in  the 
Comptrollei-'s  office. 

**  At  various  times  from  the  beginning  of  the  agitation 
concerning  the  new  Capitol,  now  some  ten  years,  it  has 
been  thought  bv  (jitizens  and  friends  necessary,  in  addition 
to  giving  Congress  Ilall  block  to  the  State,  to  make  pri- 
vate exertions  wholly  disconnected  with  the  Legislature  or 
any  official,  in  favor  of  the  project,  and  to  progress  the 
work,  which  involved  expenditures  of  money  raised  from 
private  sources,  and  in  no  way  drawn  from  the  Capitol 
fund  or  public  Treasury.  I  have  thus  expended  in  all, 
during  tlie  time  stated,  about  the  sum  of  fifteen  thousand 
dollars,  in  which  the  State  had  no  interest  whatever,  but 
which  has  been  ('(^nrributcd  by  citizens  and  expended  after 
consultation  and  advice  with  them.  I  ])rocured  about  one- 
half  of  this  amount  myself,  and  about  one-half  has  been 
furnished  by  Mr.  Bridgeford,  and  handed  to  me  in  various 
sums  and  at  various  times.  If  he  got  any  part  from  con- 
tractors, the  subscriptions  must  have  been  voluntary  on 
their  part,  as  every  contract  was  let  to  the  lowest  bidder 
aftei  advertisement  for  proposals,  lie  knew  that  I  had 
expended  some,  a!»d  off^ered,  of  his  own  accord,  to  assist  in 
making  it  up.  I  have  not  received  a  dollar  more  than  I 
paid  out,  of  which  Mr.  J^ridgeford  was  informed.  In  the 
charges  which  he  preferred  against  the  Board  and  myself 
before  the  last  Legislature,  he  made  no  such  insinuation 
as  that  now  made.  On  the  contrary  thereof,  he  stated  to 
several  persons  that  he  had,  and  knew  nothing  against  me, 
or  my  conduct  as  commissioner,  except  my  interference 
with  his  plans. 

**  I  never  8{X)ko  to  any  member  of  the  Legislature,  or  had 
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one  speak  to  me,  about  giving  or  receiving   money,  and 
never  gave  a  dollar  to  or  knowingly  for  one." 

"  The  foregoing  extract  from  Mr.  Harris'  evidence  before 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  January  20, 1874,  is  cor- 
rect, to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief.  I  kept  the 
minutes  at  said  meeting." 

A.  J.  McN AUGHT, 

Clerk  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  Bridgeford  was  not  discharged  for  incompetency 
upon  the  work,  not  because  he  was  negligent,  but  be- 
cause he  differed  with  the  commission,  and  did  not  follow 
the  instructions  of  the  commission  ;  but  he  claimed  the 
commission  interfered  with  him  and  did  not  go  with  him ; 
that  was  the  reason  of  his  discharge.  Four  days  after  1 
gave  that  testimony  before  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  Mr.  Bridgeford  called  at  my  office,  ami  the  follow- 
ing conversation,  which  I  noted  dowu  at  the  time,  took 
place : 

January  24,  1874. 

"  Mr.  Bridgeford  called  at  my  office  and  asked  me  if 
1  would  let  him  speak  to  me.  1  told  him  '  Yes,  walk  in 
and  sit  down.'  He  did  so,  and  then  said  'I  want  to  bury 
the  hatchet;  I  am  tired  of  lighting;  1  want  peace;  I 
don't  want  you  to  do  anythinii:  for  nie ;  I  don't  ask  you  to 
change  your  coui-sc  about  the  Capitol  matters ;  all  1  want 
is  peace  and  let  things  take  their  natural  course.'  I  told 
him  the  difficulty  about  it  was  the  stories  he  had  told 
about  me;  that  I  had  made  money  out  of  the  new  Capitol 
when  he  knew  better.  He  said  he  knew  that ;  that  no  one 
had  made  anything;  that  he  himself  was  out  of  pocket, 
that  he  had  said  a  great  many  things  that  he  was  sorry  for, 
and  wished  now  to  take  back ;  that  he  had  spoken  and 
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acted  when  he  was  in  passion  and  felt  that  I  was  slashing 
him  and  chopping  him  up ;  that  he  was  very  repulsive. 
^But  now  I  want  to  stop  the  fight,  no  matter  what  occurs 
in  the  future ;  even  if  I  never  go  back  on  the  Capitol  I 
am  through.  Are  you  willing  to  stop  ?  If  you  are,  there 
shall  be  no  more  between  us.'  I  told  him  I  didn't  care 
to  iight,  and  had  not,  except  to  defend  myself ;  that  I 
should  do  always  and  upon  all  occasions  when  I  was 
attacked ;  that  if  he  was  desimus  of  stopping  his  attacks 
upon  me  there  would  be  no  occasion  for  fighting ;  that 
there  could  be  no  comprouiiae  or  settlement  or  promise 
between  us,  of  any  kind — that  there  should  be  peace  if  he 
wanted.  He  said  that  wa:?  all  he  asked.  He  said  his  wife 
told  him  last  night  that  it  would  be  better  for  him  to  stop 
fighting  and  not  to  have  anything  moie  to  do  with  the 
Capitol ;  that  he  would  make  more  money  and  be 
altogether  happier.  He  said  she  was  sound,  and  he  was 
going  to  follow  her  advice. 

"Hamilton  Harris." 

That  conversation  was  on  the  2ith  of  January,  and 
apparently  he  has  been  friendly  with  mo  from  that  time 
to  this.  To  my  face  he  certainly  has,  until  within  a  month 
or  six  weeks.  Soon  after  that  conversation  he  called  upon 
me  in  relatioti  to  some  testimony  brought  out  before  the 
Coujmittee,  severely  criticising  some  portions  of  the  work 
upon  the  Capitol.  Ho  said  he  was  not  responsible  for 
that  part  of  the  work — as  he  was  not— and  he  wanted  a 
letter  showing  that  he  was  not  removed  for  incf^mpotency, 
so  that  his  character  might  not  be  hurt  as  a  builder. 
Thereupon  we  gave  him  the  letter  which  has  been  road 
here  to-day.  He  supported  me  in  my  canvass  two  years 
ago.     He  voluntarily   offered    his   services,   and  he  did 
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80  last  fall  offer  hie  services,  and  I  believe  he 
warmly  supported  ma  For  a  great  number  of  years 
I  have  accommodated  him  with  indorsements,  and 
was,  about  the  time  he  left  the  Capitol,  on  paper 
at  his  request,  to  the  extent  of  $5,500,  which  paper  was  at 
times  taken  up  and  at  times  renewed,  until  a  piece  of 
paper  I  was  on  for  him  became  due,  when  I  was  out  of 
the  country  two  years  ago.  That  paper  was  protested.  It 
was  sued  by  the  bank  which  held  it,  and  after  my  return 
home  I  had  to  take  it  up  and  take  an  assignment  of  the 
judgment,  and  I  hold  it  now  against  him  for  between 
$4,000  and  $^,000.  During  this  year  he  has  made  vari- 
ous propositions  to  me  to  take  his  house,  the  judgment 
being  a  lien  upon  that  house,  and  thus  dispose  of  the  mat- 
ter. After  various  negotiations,  six  or  eight  weeks  ago, 
I  declined,  on  the  ground  that  the  prior  liens  on  the  house 
were  so  great  that  I  could  not  manage  them.  After  I 
told  him  the  conclusion  I  arrived  at,  he  asked  me  how  he 
could  get  that  judgment  discharged,  and  I  told  him  only 
by  paying  it.  From  that  time  ho  has  been  plotting  to 
injure  me,  and  this  is  a  part  of  the  plot — what  you  have 
seen  here  this  afternoon.  I  ought  to  say  that  one  of  the 
names  mentioned  by  Mr.  Bridgeford  as  one  of  the  parties 
he  received  percentages  from,  I  heard  of  far  back,  when 
he  was  discharged  from  the  work.  I  don't  say  it  came 
from  him,  but  I  heard  it  that  some  one  said — that  Bangs 
&  Gaynor  had  been  paying  percentages.  I  wrote  to  the 
firm  at  Fayetteville  and  received  this  answer.  I  never 
heard  of  the  name  of  Mr.  Learned,  or  of  the  othei'S  in 
connection  with  thege  matters  until  to-day.  Mr.  Bangs 
wrote  me  in  reply : 

"  In  answer  to  your  inquiry  whether  I  ever  paid  any  one 
connected  with  the  new  Capitol  percentages  on  furnishing 
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cement  for  the  new  Capitol,  or  ever  gave  any  one  percent- 
ages on  contracts  for  cement  furnished,  I  say  there  is  no 
truth  in  it.  I  never  paid  any  one  anything  whatever,  and 
I  never  gave  any  percentages  or  money  to  any  one. 
When  I  furnished  cement,  it  was  always  because  I  was 
the  lowest  bidder.     The  above  is  true  of  my  firm," 

M.  Bangs. 

I  don't  believe  a  word  in  the  story  about  Mr.  Seward, 
but  he  is  near  us  and  can  be  easily  procured.  He  is  one 
of  the  partner's  that  have  the  contract  for  cleaning  out  the 
stone  that  was  blasted  in  Hell  Gate  a  year  ago,  and  no 
doubt  he  is  in  the  city. 

Alderman  Cowing — That  is  all,  I  believe. 

Mr.  H.  L.  CoLK  cross-examined  the  witness. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that,  so  far  as  yon 
know,  all  the  contracts  by  which  material  and  labor  were 
furnished  to  the  new  Capitol  were  honest  and  honestly 
carried  out? 

A.  So  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  Tlie  vouchers  were  all  right  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  and  I  am  contirmed  not  only  by  my  own 
knowledge,  but  after  five  years'  investigation — every  con- 
tract having  been  gone  through  with  by  the  Investigating 
Committees  of  the  Legislature — that  it  has  been  the  invar- 
iable rule  that  every  contract  should  be  given  to  the 
lowest  bidder,  after  advertisement.  This  contract  with 
the  New  York  Granite  Co.  was  made  after  Mr.  Tweed's 
troubles  commenced,  and  after  public  advertisement  for 
two  months  in  all  the  papei-s  of  the  country  for  proposals  ; 
and  it  was  let  so  low  that  the  Company  failed  and  had  to 
surrender  its  contract.     I  never  had  any  interest  in  that 
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Company  in  any  siiape  or  in  any  way,  and  it  is  one  of  the 
falsest  of  all  falsehoods  ever  told  by  mortal  man  when 
Mr.  Bridgeford  swears  tliat  I  had  an  interest  in  that 
quarrj' — there  is  not  a  word  of  excuse  for  him. 

Q,  What  was  done  with  the  $15,000,  one-half  of  which 
was  raised  by  you  and  one-half  by  Mr.  Bridgeford  ? 

A.  Generally  it  was  expended  in  this  way — a  portion 
was  for  Congress  Hall  in  order  to  get  it  going ;  it  had  been 
gutted,  everything  taken  out,  and  we  had  to  get  it  in 
shape  to  go  into,  and  there  was  a  large  sum  to  be  expended 
for  that  from  private  means,  the  State  would  not  do  any- 
thing. Then  a  large  amount  had  to  be  expended  on 
newspaper  correspondents  and  to  secure  the  advocacy  of 
pcraons  ol  influence  for  Capitol  measures  and  appropria- 
tions. Another  portion  was  spent  in  the  entertainments 
given  to  the  Legislature  year  after  year,  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

Q,  Entertainments  given   by   the   commission   to   the 
Legislature? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  For  what  purpose  ? 

A.  To  make  them  good-natured,  and,  if  possible,  to  win 
them  over  to  voting  large  appropriations  for  the  Capitol, 
and  to  make  Albany  as  agreeable  to  tlicm  as  we  could. 

Q.  Well,  this  was  the  money  you  and  Mr.  Bridgeford 
subscribed  ? 

A,  Well,  I  won't  say  we  subscribed  it,  we  raised  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  whom  it  was  raised  ? 

A,  I  know  from  whom  I  raised  my  portion,  and  I  know 
that  the  portion  Bridgeford  raised  was  his  own  salary.  Tlie 
portion  1  raised  was  from  citizens  of  Albany,  by  going 
around  among  them,  and  from  the  city  of  Albany. 
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Q,  Do  you  know  whether  any  portion  of  that  $15,000 
was  raised  from  contractors  ? 

^.   I  do  not. 

Q.  You  did  not  raise  any  in  that  way  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  i-aised  a  dollar  from  contractors. 

Q.  What  portion  did  Mr.  Bridgeford  raise? 

A.  About  one-half. 

Q.  How  much? 

A.  About  $S,000. 

Q.  What  was  his  salary  ? 

A.  $5,000  per  annum. 

Q.  He  raised  $8,000  out  of  a  salary  of  $5,000. 

A.  Oh,  his  salary  ran  over  some  ten  years.  Besides,  he 
was  a  man  of  means,  a  man  of  wealth,  until  late  years. 

Q,  Then,  from  first  to  last  of  your  connection  with  the 
Capitol,  you  do  not  know  of  any  impropriety  growing  out 
of  contracts  on  the  Capitol  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  And  the  people  got  quid  pro  quo  for  all  expended 
on  that  structure  ? 

A.  I  believe  they  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  Capitol  has  cost  now,  all 
told? 

A.  Between  $7,000,000  and  $8,000,000 ;  nearly  up  to 
$8,000,000  I  think  ;  I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  Well,  is  it  your  o[>inion,  as  one  who  served  a  long 
time  on  the  commission,  that  nearly  $8,000,000  have  been 
honestly  expended  on  that  building? 

A.  I  tliink  as  honestly  as  on  any  other  public  building 
ever  built ;  I  don't  say  exactly  honestly. 

Q.  That  implies  that  there  has  been  some  dishonesty^ 
does  it  not? 

A.  I  take   it  for  granted  that  there  will  be  some  little 
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dishonesty  in  every  public  building  of  that  kind,  but  it  is 
a  dishonesty  yon  cannot  provide  a$i;ainst.  Some  men  will 
steal  a  brick  or  so,  and  some  will  steal  this  or  that,  bnt  my 
firm  conviction  is  that  the  money  appropriated  for  the 
new  Capitol  has  been  as  honestly  expended  in  carrying  for- 
ward the  work,  as  any  money  ever  appropriated  for  any 
pnblic  buildinor  in  this  country.  That  is  the  idea.  I  will 
not  say  there  has  been  no  stealing. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  dishonesty  ? 

A.  I  believe  that  I  have  answered  that  I  did  not. 

Q.  Even  of  this  minor  sort  ? 

A.  I  have  heard  of  minor  cases,  but  I  do  not  know  of 
any  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  of  them  in  such  a  way  that  you 
could  furnish  the  Committee  any  information  concerning 
them  ? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  that  directly.  There  were  in  those 
investigations,  many  cases  of  that  kind  brought  up,  and  I 
could  furnish,  of  course,  from  those  records,  the  names  of 
persons  who  charged  those  things,  but  I  don't  know  even 
that  they  know  anything.  They  attempted  to  prove  their 
charges  then  and  failed,  as  far  as  I  understand.  I  could 
furnish,  of  course,  to  the  Committee  the  names  of  all  that 
I  have  heard  of. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  never 
received  any  money  from  or  on  account  of  any  contract 
in  which  Edward  Learned  was  interested. 

A,  I  never  have. 

Q,  Or  Bangs,  or  Seward  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  Jacob  Holler? 

A.  I  don't  remember  anything  about  that  firm,  but, 

anyway,  I  never  have. 
30 
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Q,  What  was  the  fight  that  Bridgeford  said  he  was 
tired  of  ? 

A,  The  Capitol  tight,  I  snppose. 

Q,  But  when  he  came  to  yon  aud  told  you  he  was 
tired  of  the  fight,  and  his  wife  said  he  had  better  attend 
to  his  private  affairs,  what  fight  did  he  then  mean  i 

A,  The  fight  on  the  Capitol. 

Q.  Why  should  there  have  been  a  fight  on  that? 

A.  Because  he  was  discharged,  and  he  complained  that 
he  should  not  have  been — 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  that  conversation  ? 

A.  January  24,  1874. 

Q,  And  what  was  the  date  of  his  discharge  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  the  exact  date ;  Mr.  McAlpine 
was  appointed  in  his  place  in  January,  1878. 

Q.  Then  wiiat  '*  fight "  was  there  when  he  was  not 
^<H>nnected  with  the  Commission  or  the  building? 

A,  I  suppose  he  alluded  to  the  charges  he  made 
against  me  and  the  other  Commissioners  of  having  im- 
properly treated  him  and  of  making  money. 

Q,  Did  he  ever  charge  auy  of  the  other  Commissioners 
with  having  made  money  off  the  building? 

A,  1  have  heard  ot  his  doing  it,  but  I  never  heard  him 
do  so  mvself. 

Q.  Which  of  the  other  Commissioners  have  you  ever 
heard  of  his  making  such  a  charge  against  ? 

A.  Mr.  Rice. 

Q,  Any  other? 

A,  I  do  not  know  that  I  have — now. 

Q,  You  do  not  recollect  of  having  heard  of  his  making 
that  charge  against  any  except  yourself  and  Rice  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  And  the  fight  that  he  was  going  to  stop,  as  you 
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nndei-stood  him,  was  that  he  would  quit  making  those 
accusations  against  you  and  Rice  ? 

A.  Well ;  I  suppose  so. 

Q,  If  yon  would  do  what  ? 

A.  He  didn't  say  what.     He  only  wanted  peace. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  to  him? 

A,  I  had  commenced  an  investigation.  I  had  asked  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  considering  the  stories 
he  had  told,  for  an  investigation.  It  had  commenced  and 
I  had  given  my  testimony  four  days  before  this  conversa- 
tion. Four  days  after  that  examination  commenced  he 
came  to  me  and  we  had  this  conversation.  I  suppose  it 
was  with  reference  to  what  I  was  to  testify  in  the  investi- 
gation. We,  the  Commissioners,  had  asked  the  investiga- 
tion to  vindicate  ourselves,  and  after  I  had  given  the 
testimony  I  have  related  here,  then  he  came  into  the 
office  and  the  conversation  ensued  which  I  have  given 
here.  What  he  meant  by  a  light  I  don't  know,  but  the 
impression  made  on  my  mind  was  that  he  did  not  want 
to  be  overhauled  in  that  investigation.  What  his  impres- 
sion was  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  What  was  it  your  impression  he  might  be  over- 
hauled about  ? 

A,  Al)out  his  conduct  on  the  Capitol.  I  can't  say 
what. 

Q.  i^ut  what  was  the  fight  between  you  and  him  ? 

A.  Nothing,  so  far  as  I  know  of,  but  our  clashing ;  he 
accusing  me  of  things  and  I  accusing  him  of  things. 

Q,  What  did  you  accuse  him  of  ? 

A.  Of  trying  to  run  the  Capitol  independently  of  every 
one  else. 

Q.  Fraudulently? 

A.  No;  I  never  charged  that. 
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Q.  Of  what  then  t 

A.  Of  not  taking  advice  of  the  Commissioners;  of 
running  it  perfectly  freely  to  suit  himself. 

Q,  And  he  accused  you  of  taking  percentages  t 

A.  I  never  heard  of  his  making  those  charges  until  he 
was  discharged. 

Q.  He  was  not  connected  with  the  Capitol  at  the  time 
of  this  conversation  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  suppose  you  did  say  he  was  acting  indepen- 
dently of  the  Commission,  how  could  that  he  a  fight 
against  him  ? 

A,  I  had  no  fight  It  was  not  me  that  used  the  words. 
I  had  nothing  against  him.  If  you  remember  the  con- 
versation, T  told  him  I  had  nothing  against  him  ;  that  all 
the  fighting  was  on  his  part,  and  as  soon  as  he  ceased 
tackling  me  there  would  be  peace  between  us. 

Q,  And  yet  that  was  after  you  had  heard  he  was  mak- 
ing those  statements  that  you  had  been  taking  percent- 
ages? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  letter  was  given  after  that,  saying  he  was 
the  best  man  and  the  most  honest  man  ? 

A.  That  letter  simply  paid  he  was  not  removed  for  in- 
competency. We  did  not  say  he  was  the  best  man  for 
Superintendent. 

Q.  How  long  after  that  conversation  was  the  letter 
given  him? 

A.  I  think  it  was  two  or  three  months  after. 

Q,  That  letter  says :  "  lie  always  did  his  whole  duty 
honestly,  promptly,  faithfully,  and  economically,  and  we 
don't  know  of  a  single  mistake  or  fault  in  any  part  of  the 
said  structure  that  can  justly  be   attributed  to   him  or  to 
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his  jndgoieiit."  And  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
missioners } 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  And  yet  they  discharged  him  ? 

A.  Yes ;  because  he  tried  to  run  the  building  independ- 
ently of  the  advice  of  the  Board. 

Q,  How? 

A.  Purchasing  material  without  the  (yotnniissioners 
knowing  anything  about  it,  and  so  on. 

Q.  Well,  if  ho  purchased  it  economically  and  honestly 
and  with  good  judgment,  why  wasn't  that  as  good  a  way 
as  any  other  ? 

A.  Well,  we  had  to  pay  for  it,  and  we  wanted  to  know 
that  it  was  honestly  and  economically  purchased.  It  was 
part  of  the  duty  of  tiie  Board  of  Commissioners,  and  of 
course  they  had  to  ascertain  about  it  before  they  paid  it. 

Q.  And  the  extent  of  your  charges  against  him  was 
that  he  had  acted  honestly,  economically,  and  with  good 
judgment  without  consulting  the  Commissioners? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is 

Q,  And  his  accusations  against  you  were  that  you  had 
been  taking  percentages  from  contractor  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  And  you  were  as  willing  to  have  peace  as  he  was? 

A.  I  was ;  I  had  nothing  against  him. 

Q.  I  see  this  letter  is  signed  by  only  two  of  the  Com- 
missioners— why  did  not  the  rest  sign  it? 

A.  1  presume  they  were  not  in  Albany  at  the  time. 
Mr.  Rice  and  myself  were  the  resident  Commissioners,  I 
have  no  doubt  all  would  have  signed  it  if  they  had  been 
there. 

Mr.  Cole— Tliat  is  all  ? 
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Alderman  Cowing — Is  there  anything  farther  you 
would  like  to  state? 

Witness — I  do  not  think  of  anything  now. 

John  Bridgeford — Well,  hold  on.  I'd  like  to  aak  a 
few  questions. 

Alderman  Cowing — You  are  a  witness  and  have  no 
right  to  ask  questions  here.  We  cannot  acce})t  you  as  an 
associate  member  of  the  Committee. 

John  Bridgeford — Well,  will  vou  let  me  have  a  little 
chance  ?  This  is  this  man's  notion  of  doing  things.  He 
comes  here  with  a  hooraw,  but  I've  got  the  positive  proofs 
that  he 's  a  lying,  every  word  of  it.  I  simply  want  this 

Alderman  Cowing  protested  against  the  witness's 
language  as  improper  and  insulting  to  the  dignity  of  the 
Committee,  deserving  his  commitment  for  contempt. 

John  Bridgeport — I  have  come  here  on  an  attachment 
and  have  no  chance  for  defence.  I  have  no  counsel,  and 
I  am  prevented  from  saying  anything  in  my  own  de- 
fence ;  I  can  show  you  that  that  man  's  1 

[The  rapping  of  the  Chairman's  mallet  drowned  Mr. 
Bridgeford's  voice  and  cut  his  verb  short  on  the  initial 
letter  of  its  repetition.  After  some  discussion,  Chairman 
Alderman  Lewis  directed  the  Assistant  Corporation 
Counsel  to  put  to  the  witness  such  questions  as  Mr. 
Bridgeford  might  desire  to  ask.] 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — When  and  where,  and  under  what 
circumstances  was  the  letter  which  has  been  read  in 
evidence,  indorsing  the  character  of  Mr.  John  Bridgeford^ 
written  and  signed  by  you  and  Mr.  Rice  ? 
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A.  It  was  signed  in  my  office,  in  the  presence  of  Mr. 
Miller,  and  Mr.  lieynolds — my  partner — ^aud  Mr.  iiice. 

Q,  Was  Mr.  Smith  present  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Keynolds  present? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  his  advice  with  regard  to  signing  that 
letter  ? 

A,  I  don't  think  I  asked  his  advice.  We  talked  abont 
it. 

Q.  Who  wrote  the  letter  ? 

A.  I  forget  now. 

Q.  Who  presented  it  to  you  to  be  signed  ? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Rice  did,  in  the  iii*st  place ;  I  am  not 
sure. 

Q.  And  was  not  Mr.  Reynolds'  advice  asked,  whether 
you  should  sign  the  paper  ? 

A.  I  have  already  said  I  did  not  remember  his  advice 
having  been  asked.  We  had  talked  about  it  The  con- 
versation was  in  regard  to  the  possibility  of  Mr.  Bridge- 
ford's  improperly  using  this  letter,  in  case  he  got  ofFended 
with  us.  Mr.  Bridgeford  disclaimed  any  such  purpose, 
and  it  was  understood  by  us  all  that  it  could  be  used  for 
no  such  purpose. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Reynolds  say  he  would  not  do  it  if  he  were 
in  your  place  ? 

A.  I  have  forgotten. 

Q,  Did  you  stipulate  that  the  letter  should  be  put  into 
the  hands  of  Wesley  Smith,  until  after  tlie  then  pending 
investigation  was  ended  ? 

A.  I  di>n't  remember.  It  was  put  into  his  hands.  I 
don't  remember  at  whose  suggestion,  or  whether, at  my 
suggestion,  or  why  it  was. 
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Q.   YoQ  did  not  take  any  minates  of  that  conversation  ? 

A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  Were  you  accustomed  to  take  minutes  of  conversa- 
tions? 

A.  Not  such  as  that,  but  such  as  that  of  the  24th  of 
January  1  was. 

Q.  What  was  the  line  of  difterence  between  them  ? 

A,  One  was  a  confession  that  the  man  had  done  wrong 
and  that  what  ho  said  was  untrue,  false ;  tho  other  was 
merely  in  regard  to  a  letter  certifying  that  he  had  not 
been  incompetent  for  his  work  on  the  capitol. 

Q,  Was  the  letter  given  subsequently  to  the  conversa- 
tion in  which  he  confessed  himself  guilty  ? 

A.  (jiiilty  of  what? 

Q,  Guilty  of  falsely  accusing  you .  Was  not  that  what 
yon  meant  ? 

A.  Well,  that  is  not  the  exact  expression;  it  is  that  he 
knew  1  had  done  nothing  wrong. 

Q.  Well,  was  the  letter  given  after  that  ? 

A.   Yes,  sir ;  some  two  or  three  months. 

Q.  What  was  your  salary  as  a  Commissioner  for  the  erec- 
tion of  the  new  capitol  l 

A.  There  was  no  salary  attached  to  the  office. 

^.  Ah  I  you  see  by  that  how  little  I  know  of  this  affair. 
Then  there  was  no  legitimate  way  of  your  making  any 
money  at  all  out  of  the  capitol  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can't  you  recollect  by  whose  suggestion  this  letter 
was  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Wesley  Smith? 

-^1 .  1  do  not. 

Q,  It  is  out  of  the  common  way.  you  know,  for  a  simple 
letter  of  recommendation  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  a 
third  person  for  safe-keeping  ? 
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A.  1  think  it  has  all  been  explained  in  some  of  the  in- 
Testification  ft,  but  it  lias  passed  out  of  my  mind  now. 

Q.  Do  you  rec.»llect  ever  goinijj  to  the  house  of  John 
Bridgeford,  while  this  examination  into  your  conduct  as 
Commissioner  of  the  (yrt]>itol  was  goin^  on,  and  begging 
Bridgeford  for  God's  sake  to  let  up  on  you,  and  not  to 
make  these  accusations  against  you  i 

A,  I  remember  going  to  his  house,  but  I  never  made 
use  of  such  expressions. 

Q,  Did  you,  at  that  time,  carry  a  letter  to  him  from 
Henrv  Smith? 

A.  I  have  forgotten.  I  went  to  see  Henry  Smith  about 
that  time,  and  after  an  interview  w^ith  him,  Bridgeford 
and  Smith  and  myself  met,  but  whether  I  took  a  letter  to 
Bridgeford's  house  to  have  Bridgeford  come  down  to 
Smiih's.  and  exactly  how  the  meeting  was  brought  about, 
I  have  forgotten. 

Q,  What  was  the  conversati(m  between  you  and  Smith 
that  cuhninated  in  vour  jjoini'  to  see  Bridj^eford  ? 

A.  1  cannot  now  remember. 

Q,  Do  you  know  what  was  in  that  letter  which  you 
carried  from  Henry  Smith  to  J^ridgeford's  house  i 

A.  I  think  it  wns  a  letter  of  Smith's  to  have  Bridge- 
ford call  at  his  house. 

Q,  But  what  was  the  conversation  between  you  and 
Smith  that  led  to  the  taking  of  the  letter  from  him,  by 
you,  to  Bridgeford  ? 

A,  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  During  the  time  the  investigation  was  going  on, 
when  you  carried  a  letter  from  Smith  to  Bridgeford,  do 
you  not  recollect  what  the  purport  of  the  conversation  was 
between  you  and  Smith,  that  resulted  in  his  giving  yon  a 
letter  to  carry  to  Mr.  Bridgeford  i 
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A.  I  do  not  recollect  what  tlie  interview  was  about. 

Q.  Yon  took  no  minutes  of  that  conversation  ? 

A,  I  did  not.  I  only  recollect  the  fact  that  we  met, 
and  I  think  we  met  by  my  taking  a  letter  to  Bridgeford*» 
house. 

Q.  But  you  do  not  know  the  subject  of  that  letter? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  got  there,  did  you  ask  Mr.  Bridgeford  to 
"let  lip  on  "  you  ? 
A,  No.     I  did  not. 

Q.  Why  did  you  go  to  Mr.  Bridgeford's  house? 
A,  I  went  to  carry  the  letter. 

Q,  You  simplj'  went  as  a  messenger  to  carry  a  letter  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  was  that  letter  for? 
A,  To  get  him  to  meet  Mr.  Smith  and   myself  ? 
Q.  What  for? 
A,  I  do  not  recollect  what. 
Q,  Who  did  you  meet  at  Bridgeford's  house? 
A.  I  do  not  know. 

^.  At  that  conversation  between  you  and  Smith  and 
Bridgeford,  was  anything  said  by  you  concerning  a  con- 
tract which  you  w^ere  willing  to  give  Bridgeft>rd  ? 

A,  I  remember  of  Mr.  Bridgeford  importuning  me  for 
a  contract,  and  talldng  about  contracts,  but  I  never  could 
have  said  I  was  willing  to  give  him  one. 

Q,  Why  not? 

A.  Because  contracts  were  given  out  by  the  Board.  I 
had  not  the  individual  right  to  give  anybody  a  contract? 

Q.  Did  you  say  that  you  would  obtain  one  for  him  from 
the  Board  ? 

A.  I  may  have  said  I  would  favor  him  in  the  Board. 
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Bat  I  never  could  have  said  I  would  give  him  a  contract. 
It  was  not  in  my  power. 

Q.  Did  yon  say  yon  would  try  to  get  the  Board  to  give 
him  a  contract  ? 

A.  I  mav  have  done  so,  but  I  do  not  remember  now. 

Q,  T)o  you  remember  anything  about  it  ? 

A,  I  have  fortjotten  if  the  conversation  took  place  at 
that  interview.  I  remember  that  at  some  time  or  another 
the  sxibject  of  a  contract  was  talked  over  between  us,  but 
whether  it  was  at  this  particular  interview  I  do  not  recol- 
lect. There  was  something  said  about  a  contract,  but  I 
don't  now  recall  when. 

Q,  I  am  speaking  about  this  particular  interview : 
what  took  place  at  it? 

A,  Oh !  I  could  not  recollect  what  this  interview  was 
about. 

Q,  Now,  do  you  recollect  what  time  of  day  that  was, 
that  you  had  that  interview  with  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr. 
Bridgeford  ? 

A,  I  do  not— probably  in  the  evening. 

Q,  Where  was  it  ? 

A,  1  have  met  them  so  often  at  Mr.  Smith's  office,  it 
might  have  been  there;  I  cannot  tell  now.  I  have  also 
met  them  at  his  (Bridgeford's)  office,  and  it  might  have 
been  there. 

Q,  Now,  don't  you  recollect,  in  point  of  fact,  that 
when  you  took  the  letter  to  Bridgeford's  house  it  was  on 
Saturday  night,  and  the  meeting  was  at  Smith's  house  the 
next  day,  Sunday  morning  ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect ;  but  I  don't  think  it  was. 

Q,  At  that  time  was  Mr.  Henry  Smith  engaged  for  the 
people  in  an  investigation  into  the  affairs  of  the  Capitol  ? 
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A,  I  do  not  remember  when  this  interview  was,  and 
cannot  answer  positively. 

Q.  Well,  what  is  your  im})re8sion  ?  wasn't  it  during  one 
of  the  times  that  you  have  been  investigated  % 

A,  1  think  very  likely  it  was,  but  I  have  no  recollection 
of  what  time  it  was. 

^.  If  so,  was  not  Mr.  Smith  at  that  time  engaged  in 
that  investigation? 

yl.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  do  not  know  when  that  conversa- 
tion was. 

Q.  But  if  it  was  during  the  time  of  an  investigation 
into  your  conduct,  was  Mr.  Smith  then  engaged  for  the 
people  in  bringing  out  the  facts  ? 

A.  He  was  engaged  for  the  people  in  one  of  the  in- 
vestigations, one  winter. 

Q.  Wlrcli  \'ear  was  that  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was  the  winter  of  1875,  and  if  this  inter- 
view was  during  that  winter,  then  it  undoubtedly  was 
when  he  was  so  engaged. 

Q,  That  is  the  nearest  you  can  come  to  recollecting 
that  conversation  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  Mr.  Smith  engaged  in  either  of  the  investigja- 
tions  before  1875  ? 

A,  Mr.  Smith  was  engaged  in  the  winter  of  1875,  in 
the  investigation  of  that  year,  but  I  do  not  think  he  was 
prior  to  that  time. 

Q.  And  that  is  all  you  can  recollect  of  those  two  meet- 
ings % 

A,  Which  two  meetings? 

Q,  The  one  in  which  the  conversation  resulted  in  your 
carrying  the  letter  to  Bridgeford's  house,  and  the  snbee- 
qnent  meeting  at  Smith's  house. 
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A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that,  at  the  meeting  at  Smith's 
house,  3rou  offered  a  contract  to  Mr.  Bridgeford,  a  contract 
for  stone,  which  had  some  provision  that  there  should  be 
an  inch  margin  on  the  stone  ? 

A,  I  never  did. 

Q.  Was  there  such  a  contract  given;  one  in  which 
there  was  an  allowance  of  an  inch  margin  on  the  cube  ? 

A.  Thej  were  all  given  that  way. 

Q.  On  dressed  stone !  Don't  you  know,  in  point  of 
fact,  that  the  margin  would  be  as  much  as  all  the  rest? 

A.  No.  They  were  not  given  that  way.  The  contracts 
required  the  contractors  to  deliver  stone  of  one  inch 
greater  dimensions  than  the  stone  required  titted  into  the 
building,  so  as  to  allow  the  stone  to  be  hammered  off,  so 
that  it  might  be  dressed. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  a  contract  given  by  the  Board  in 
which,  subsequent  to  the  letting  of  the  contract,  the  inch 
margin  clause  was  added. 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Well,  was  there  any  contract  by  which  a  margin  of 
an  inch  was  allowed  after  the  stone  was  cut;  an  inch 
margin  upon  the  dressed  stone  ? 

A.  You  mean  an  inch  more  than — I  don't  understand 
the  question. 

Q,  Any  clause  by  which  there  was  an  inch  allowed  to 
the  contractor  more  than  the  stone  measured  when  it  was 
cut? 

A.  I  don't  understand  what  you  mean. 

Q,  Was  there  any  contract  in  which  there  was  allowed 
to  the  contractor  an  inch  margin  upon  the  size  of  the 
dressed  stone  i 

A.  I  will  answer  in  this  way :  No,  sir ;  there  was  not; 
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the  only  contracts  about  this  inch  margin  were  this  way : 
The  contractor  was  desired  to  furnish  stone  an  inch  more 
than  the  plan  required  for  the  stone  when  it  was  dressed, 
and  he  was  to  be  paid  for  that  inch  of  the  rough  stone 
the  same  as  the  rest,  and  he  was  to  be  paid  at  the  same 
price. 

^.  At  dressed  stone  prices  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  You  did  not  offer  any  contract  to  Mr.  Bridgeford  at 
that  meeting  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  the  next  day  after  that  meeting  between  you 
and  Smith  and  Bridgeford,  did  Bridgeford  come  to  your 
house  ? 

A.  I  never  remember  to  have  seen  him  there. 

Q.  The  next  morning ;  Monday  morning  ? 

A,  lie  may  have  done  8(»,  but  1  have  no  recollection  of 
ever  seeing  him  at  my  house. 

Q,  Now,  Senator,  how  do  you  account  for  the  fact  that 
after  you  had  been  accused  by  this  man  of  making  money 
illegally  out  of  the  capitol,  that  you  should  have  given 
him  such  a  letter  as  you  have  given  him  ? 

A,  From  the  fact  that  he  came  to  me  four  days  after 
I  had  given  niy  testimony  before  the  Committee,  and 
wanted  peace,  and  said  ho  had  done  wrong,  I  took  it  for 
granted  that  he  was  in  earnest — that  he  was  penitent — 
and  I  took  it  for  granted  he  was  my  friend.  He  sup- 
ported me  in  my  canvass,  and  supported  me  last  fall  of 
his  own  accord.  And  let  me  say  he  was  not  discharged 
for  incapacity,  Imt  only  because  he  wanted  to  run  tlie 
building  without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  Com- 
missii^ners.  There  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
indorse  his  competency  in  his  official  position. 
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Q.  But  Jiow  could  you  give  hira  a  letter  indorsing  his 
honesty  after  he  had  <;ome  to  you  and  acknowledged  that 
the  stories  he  iiad  circulated  were  false  stories  about  you  ? 
Did  you  believe  that  an  honest  man  would  circulate  false 
stories  V 

A.  We  only  said  he  was  capable  and  honest  in  his 
work. 

Q.  Did  you  think,  then,  that  he  was  an  honest  man  ? 

A.  If  you  ask  me  the  question,  I  will  answer  that  I 
think  he  was  out  of  his  mind. 

Q.  Out  of  his  mind  'i 

A.  Yes,  on  Capitol  matters,  as  he  was  at  various  times 
when  lie  told  these  things.  I  think  he  was  crazy  on  these 
matters. 

Q.  You  think  he  was  a  monomaniac  on  the  subject  of 
the  Capitol  building? 

A.  I  think  he  was. 

Q.  And  was  it  part  of  his  monomania  that  he  believed 
you  had  received  moneys  on  the  (/apitol  ? 

A,  I  think  so.  When  he  says  I  received  money  im- 
properly, he  must  be  either  crazy  or  a  very  bad  man. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  his  receiving  money  im- 
properly on  the  Capitol  ? 

A.  I  have  not  until  lately  ;  and  even  now  I  know 
nothing  about  it 

Q,  What  have  you  heard  i 

A.  Oh !  I  have  heard  various  reports  of  men  receiving 
money  improperly  in  connection  with  the  Capitol,  but 
they  were  not  sufficiently  reliable  or  trustworthy  for  me 
to  believe  them.  I  do  not  believe  anything  of  that  kind 
has  ever  taken  place  on  the  Capitol,  notwithstanding  all 
that  Mr.  JJridgeford  may  now  say. 

Q,  Is  Mr.  liridgeford  a  rich  man? 
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A.  He  was  coTisidered  well  oflF,  in  good  circninstances, 
until  a  year  or  two  back  ? 

Q,  What  are  his  circnmstances  now  ? 

J.  I  do  not  know;  bnt  my  impression  is  that  he  i8 
somewhat  embarrassed  ;  I  know  I  hold  a  judgment  against 
him. 

Q.  Who  held  the  stock  in  the  N.  Y.  Granite  Co.  ? 

^.  I  do  not  know,  except  Lord  and  Briggs  ;-I  did  not 
know  that  Mr.  Tweed  did  until  the  other  dav. 

Q,  Did  you  have  a  brother  in-law  who  held  stock  in  itt 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  The   contmct   of  the  N.  Y.  Granite   Co.,  I   under- 
stand you  to  say,  was  surrendered  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  any  money  paid  for  the  surrender  of  it  ? 
A,  Not  that  I  know  of  ;  the  company  failed  entirely  ; 
became  embarrassed  :  could  not  pay  their  debts. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  the  contract  with  the  N.  Y. 
Granite  Co? 

A.  August  15,  1871,  I  believe. 

Q.  Was  that  while  Mr.  Tweed  was  a  senator  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know ;  I  never  have  seen  him  in  Albany 
since  that  time  ;  I  think  his  sessions  had  ended,  but  his 
term  probably  lasted  for  the  year. 

Q,  What  do  yon  mean  by  his  sessions  having  ended  ? 

A.  Why,  the  sessions  of  the  Legislature  ;  a  senator  is 
elected  for  two  vears,  and  the  Ije^rislature  holds  a  session 
each  year ;  those  two  sessions  had  passed,  and  his  sena- 
torial duties  were  ended,  though  he  was,  in  point  of  fact, 
a  senator  until  the  end  of  the  year. 

Q,  When  did  you  resign  your  position  as  a  commis- 
sioner for  the  erection  of  the  Capitol  ? 
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A.  Some  time  about  Afaj,  1875 ;  I  have  forgotten  the 
exact  date. 

Q.  Was  there  an  investifi^tion  into  the  acts  of  commis- 
sioners going  on  when  you  resigned  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  While  yon  were  being  investigated  you  resigned  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  other  commissioners  resigned ;  Mr. 
Kingsley  was  the  first ;  then  Mr.  Rice  and  myself ;  I  do 
not  remember  whether  the  others  did  or  not ;  if  they  did 
not  they  were  removed  and  a  new  Board  was  appointed. 

Q.  When  did  Mr.  Kingsley  resign  ? 

A.  Some  time  in  January,  1875, 1  thinV. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  having  a  conversation  with  Mr. 
Smitli  as  to  whether  you  had  not  better  resign  at  that 
time? 

A.  I  do  not.  I  don't  think  I  did — if  I  did  it  has 
escaped  me. 

Mr.  Cole — I  am  instructed  that  Mr.  Bridgeford  has  no 
other  questions  to  ask  at  present.  The  day  after  to-morrow 
he  desires  to  have  his  own  counsel  here  to  attend  to  his 
interests. 

[After  a  brief  consultation  between  the  Committee  and 
the  Assistant  Corporation  Coansel,  as  tq  the  advisability 
of  prolongation  of  the  present  session  or  of  adjournment 
to  another  day,  it  was  decided  to  hear  another  witness  ou 
this  occasion.] 

Oarbett  Hooohsigk  sworn : 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Where  do  you  live  I 
A.  In  Albany. 
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Q.  What  is  your  business  ? 

A,  I  was  formerly  foreman  on  the  new  Capitol  building, 
and  am  Inspector  now  of  Street  Paving  in  Albany. 

Q,  Do  you  know  Mr.  Ilams? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Bridgeford  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  know  anything  that  connects  Mr.  Ilarris 
with  having  received  any  money  as  percentage  in  connec- 
tion with  the  new  Capitol  building? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  do. 

Q.  State  what  you  know  conceniing  that  ? 

A.  Mr.  Bangs,  the  contractor,  was  in  the  habit  of  going 
on  the  building,  and  I  asked  Mr.  Bangs  one  day,  '*  How 
do  you  get  along  with  this  cement  ?  "  He  said,  "  It  has 
cost  mo  all  it  is  worth  to  get  it  here ;  Harris  is  not  doing 
the  square  thing  with  me."  I  walked  up  with  him  as  far 
as  the  office  on  the  Capitol.  We  had  two  offices ;  one  for 
the  boss  stone-cutter,  and  one  for  Mr.  Bridgeford.  I  saw 
Bangs  take  a  roll  of  bills  out  of  his  pocket  and  put  it  into 
the  drawer  in  Mr.  Bridgeford's  office.  They  did  not 
calculate  I  would  see  that,  but  I  did.  I  saw  Bridgeford 
go  there  to  tlie  drawer  and  take  that  money  out  afterwards 
and  says  I  to  him  "  How  is  this  ?  What  does  this  mean  ?  " 
He  says,  ''  This  is  Hamilton  Harris'  margin  for  the 
cement."  He  walked  around  to  tlie  other  office,  and 
handed  Harris  that  roll  of  bills.  We  got  a  talking,  and  I 
said,  "  I  would  quit  this  job,  if  I  were  in  your  place,  before 
I'd  do  a  job  like  that  for  Mr.  Ilarris  or  any  other  man," 

Mr.  Cole — That  is  all. 
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By  Alderman  Cowing  : 

Q.  When  did  this  take  place  ? 

A.  I  wouldn't  swear  to  dates. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  with  Mr.  Bangs? 

A.  Talking  with  him  in  a  friendly  way. 

Q.  And  you  went  to  Mr.  Bridgeford's  office. 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  with  Mr.  Bangs. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  ? 

A.  Nothing  particular,  only  friendly  conversation. 

Q.  Can  you  swear  to  the  year  and  the  month  that  this 
took  place,  as  you  say  ? 

A.  I  don't  know,  but  I  think  it  was  in  1872. 

Q.  You  saw  Mr.  Bridgeford  taking  some  money  out 
of  a  drawer? 

A.  I  saw  him  take  out  some  money  that  Mr.  Bangs  had 
put  in  there. 

Q,  Did  you  go  into  the  other  room  with  Mr.  Bridge- 
ford  and  see  him  give  the  money  to  Mr.  Harris  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  to  go  along  and  see  him  give  the 
money  to  Mr.  Harris  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  just  followed  him  right  in. 

Q.  Were  you  accustomed  to  go  into  that  office  ? 

A,  My  business  often  led  me  in  there. 

Q.  How  far  were  those  rooms  separated  ? 

A.  There  was  nothing  but  a  partition  between  them. 
It  wasn't  more  than  ten  feet,  I  should  say,  from  the 
drawer  where  Mr.  Bangs  put  the  money  in,  to  where  Mr. 
Bridgeford  handed  it  to  Mr.  Harris. 

Q,  When  you  got  into  that  other  room  what  did  you 
do? 

A.  I  just  walked  about  like  I  was  'tending  to  my  busi- 
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Bridgeford  or  Harris.     I  went  to  see  and  I  did  see. 

Q.  Did  any  conversation  take  place? 

A.  I  couldn't  tell  you.  I  saw  him  hand  him  the  money 
and  I  walked  out  about  my  business. 

Q.  Whose  office  was  the  money  left  in  ? 

A.  In  the  boss  stone-cutter's  office,  where  Mr.  Bridge- 
ford's  office  was. 

Q.  How  long  was  it,  after  it  was  left  in  the  drawer^ 
before  it  was  taken  in  to  the  other  office  t 

A.  I  couldn't  tell  you.     Not  but  a  little  while. 

Q.  Approximate  as  near  as  you  can  ? 

A.  Oh !  It  might  have  been  half  an  hour,  or  it  might 
have  been  an  hour. 

Q.  Where  were  you  in  the  meantime  ? 

A.  I  was  around  there  in  the  office. 

Q,  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  remaining  in  that  office 
half  an  hour,  or  an  hour,  at  a  time  ? 

A,  Yes  ;  I'd  go  in  there  sometimes,  and  wait  around 
there  an  hour  or  an  hour  and-a-half.  My  business  called 
me  there  often,  and  I  had  a  right  to  be  there. 

Q.  And  what  were  you  doing  at  that  time  when  you 
were  waiting  around  to  see  what  you  have  told  ? 

A.  Nothing  in  particular. 

Q.  Were  not  you  employed  on  the  works  at  that  time  f 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  had  left  your  work  to  go  there  ? 

A,  No  ;  I  had  the  right  to  be  there.  •.  My  work  didn't 
keep  me  in  one  place. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Bridgeford  or  Mr.  Harris  say  when 
the  money  passed  between  tliem  ? 

A.  I  didn't  hear  anything  said. 

Q.  Are  you  a  lelation  of  Mr.  Bridgeford  f 
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A.  I'm  a  nephew  of  his. 
Alderman  Cowing — That  is  all. 

Mr.  Cole  (reading)— Tell  the  storj  again,  Mr.  Hoog- 
heick,  as  jou  remember  it. 

WriNKes — Mr.  Bangs  came  on  the  building,  as  he  fre- 
quently did,  and  we  passed  the  time  of  day,  and  I  said, 
"  How's  the  cement  business  ?"  He  said,  "  It  ain't  very 
good  here  ;  Harris  wants  just  about  all  I  can  make." 
Them's  the  very  words  he  told  me.  We  dropped  that 
conversation,  and  walked  up  to  the  office,  and  I  saw  him 
take  a  roll  of  bills  out  of  his  pocket  and  put  it  in  that 
drawer.  He  went  out,  and  I  staid  there  'till  I  saw  Mr, 
Bridgeford  come  in,  and  he  took  the  roll  of  bills  out  of 
the  drawer  that  I  had  seen  Bangs  put  there,  and  took 
it  in  to  Mr.  Harris  and  gave  it  to  him. 


John  Bbidoefokd,  re-called  : 

Q.  What  is  the  first  name  of  Mr.  Bangs,  of  the  firm  of 
Bangs  &  Gaynor,  cement  makers,  Fayettoville,  near  Syra- 
<^use7 

A,  Myron  Bangs.     The  firm  of  Bangs  &  Gaynor. 

Hamilton  Harris — ^^  There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  that 
man's  statement.  I  never  received  a  dollar  on  the  Capitol 
from  anybody." 

Q,  [Alderman  Lbwis,  to  John  Bridgeford] — Have  you 
any  other  witnesses  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir— SylvannB  Sweet,  John  R.  Briggs,  William 
Hoogheick,  and  Alvord,  and  another  cement  man ;  I  don't 
know  his  first  name. 

Mr.  Cole — Furnish  me  with  their  addresses,  and  they 
shall  be  subpoenaed  to  attend  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
Committee. 

Hamilton  Harris — There  will  be  no  occasion  for  me 
to  be  here  ? 

Adjourned  to  Thursday,  November  1,  1877,  at  10  a.  m. 


EIGHTEENTH  DAY. 


Thursday,  November  1,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"        Cowing,  and 
'*        Slevin. 

The  Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment 
William  A.  Bice,  sworn — 

By  Mr.  H.  L.  Cole  : 

Q.  Where  do  yon  reside,  Mr.  Rice  7 
A.  In  Albany. 
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Q.  Yon  were  a  member  of  the  Capitol  Commission, 
created  May  3,  1871,  of  which  Hamilton  Harris  was 
Chairman,  were  jou  not? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  of  the  Commission  took  the  most  active  part 
in  tlie  duties  of  that  Commission  ? 

A.  I  suppose  Mr.  Harris  and  myself  were  the  main  men 
who  did  the  business  of  the  Commission.  My  main  func- 
tions wore  in  the  office  ;  I  was  Ti^easurer  and  Secretary, 
and  Mr.  Harris  was  conducting  the  work  outside.  We 
lived  in  Albany. 

Q.  And  the  other  members  of  the  Commission  lived 
elsewhere  in  the  State  ? 

A.  No  others  in  Albany. 

Q.  But  came  there  occasionally — how  often  i 

A.  We  were  to  have  meetings  about  once  a  month,  but 
they  were  not  so  frequent. 

Q,  In  point  of  fact,  how  often  did  you  get  a  quorum  ? 

A.  I  think  we  had  as  many  as  six  meetings  a  year. 

Q,  With  a  quorum  present? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  gave  out  the  contracts  generally ;  who  deter- 
mined upon  the  contracts  given  out  by  the  Commission  > 

A,  Well,  all  large  contracts  were  settled  by  the  Board, 
reported  by  the  Board.  Smaller  contracts  Mr.  Harris 
and  myself  gave  out,  because  we  were  authorized  to  do 
the  business  of  the  Board  in  the  absence  of  the  Commis- 
si()nei*8 — the  other  Comrtiissioners. 

Q.  Larger  contracts  you  say  were  given  out  by  the 
Commissioners  in  full  Board  ;  were  they  brought  before 
the  Commissioners  by  Mr.  Harris  and  yourself? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  They  were  advertised  for,  and  bids  were 
opened  in  the  full  Board. 
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Q.  Was  Mr.  John  Bridgeford  Superintendent  of  the 
works  while  yon  were  on  the  Commission  ? 

A,  Yes.  He  was  appointed  soon  after  I  went  on  there. 
The  title  of  his  office  was  "  Superintendent  of  Founda- 
tion." 

Q,  Did  he  continue  to  be  so  during  the  whole  term  of 
your  office  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  resigned  from  office,  when  ? 
A,  In  the  winter  of  1875. 

Q.  When  did  Mr.  Bridgeford  cease  to  be  connected  with 
the  Commission  7 

A,  Well,  I  may  not  be  right,  but  I  think  it  was  in  the 
summer  or  fall  of  1874. 

Q.  Was  he  discharged? 

A.  Yes,  he  was  discharged,  by  Mr.  McAlpine  I  believe. 
Mr.  McAlpine  gave  him  notice,  as  I  remember,  he  served 
it  on  tlie  Board,  that  his  services  were  not  required  any 
longer  on  the  work. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  McAlpine? 

A.  He  had  originally  been  appointed  as  the  consulting 
engineer  of  the  work.  He  was  appointed  to  that  office  at 
the  ptart,  but  to  be  paid  only  wlien  in  actual  service,  and 
to  be  liable  to  be  called  l)y  the  Board  whenever  his  services 
were  required. 

Q.  Who  appointed  Mr.  Bridgeford  originally? 

A.  He  was  on  the  work  when  I  became  Commissioner, 
but  with  no  particular  designation,  as  I  know ;  but  he  was 
the  main  man  of  the  work.  Soon  after,  he  was  appointed 
to  that  position  as  Superintendent  of  Foundation. 

Q.  By  what  Board  ? 
A.  By  the  first  Board. 
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Q.  And  afterward  Mr.  Mc Alpine  informed  him  that  he 
had  no  nse  for  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  in  his  usually  understood  functions  to  dis- 
charge superintendents  and  foremen  in  that  way? 

A.  Well,  he  was  authorized  to  hire  the  labor,  and  he 
claimed  that  he  had  this  ri^ht. 

Q.  Well,  is  it  your  opinion,  in  point  of  fact,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board,  that  he  had  any  such  right? 

A,  Well,  I  don't  know,  sir. 

Q,  What  is  your  opinion  ? 

A.  I  suppose  that  Mr.  McAlpine  and  Mr.  Bridgeford 
got  their  appointments  from  the  same  source — from  the 
Board.  I  don't  know  if  Mr.  McAlpine  in  his  appoint- 
ment, it  he  had  the  power  of  appointing  and  discharging 
men,  whether  that  would  apply  to  Mr.  Bridgeford  or  not 
— I  don't  know. 

Q.  Well,  what  do  you  think  about  it? 

A.  Well,  I  suppose  if  a  man  is  at  the  head  of  a  work, 
his  subordiuates  ouglit  to  be  under  him. 

Q,  Did  you  regard  Mr.  P»ridgeford  as  one  of  his  sub- 
ordinates? They  both  took  their  appointment  from  the 
Board;  didn't  they? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  And  yet  you  thiiik  Mr.  McAlpine  had  the  right  to 
discharge  him  ? 

A,  I  don't  say  he  had 

Q.  Well,  what  is  your  opinion? 

A.  I  can't  give  an  opinion. 

Q.  Well,  the  Board  never  discharged  him  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  And  you  don't  know  that  any  commissioner  ordered 
him  discharged  ? 
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A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't. 

Q,  And  Mr.  MoAlpine  was  an  engineer  who  was  called 
in  occasionally  whenever  his  services  were  required  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  IIow  long  had  Mr.  Bridgeford  been  on  the  work  be- 
fore Mr.  Mc Alpine  discharged  him  ? 
A,  Seven  or  eight  years 

Q.  Before  Mr.  McAlpine  ? 

A,  They  had  been  on  the  work  together  for  some  time 
previous. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Bridgeford  a  competent  man  ? 

A,  I  gave  him  a  certificate,  that  is,  I  think,  as  full  as 
could  be  desired,  after  this  all  happened.  I  don't  think 
he  could  ask  one  more  ample. 

Q,  Mr.  Harris  testified  here,  the  other  day,  in  effect, 
that  Mr.  Bridgeford  was  discharged  because  he  wished  to 
run  the  work  indej)endent  of  the  commission.  What  do 
you  know  on  that  subject  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  never  had  any  controversy  with  Mr. 
Bridgeford,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q,  Do  you  know  of  his  trying  to  do  anything  regard- 
less of  the  opinion  and  expressed  wishes  of  the  commis- 
sioners ? 

A.  Well,  there  was  a  little  difference  between  Mr. 
Bridgeford  and  the  commission  regarding  the  powers  of  the 
superintendent,  and  he  had  at  one  time  made  purchases 
which  we  thought  should  have  been  made  by  the  commis- 
sioners, and  kept  in  the  office,  and  furnished  on  requisi- 
tions, and  he  after  that  ceased  to  do  so  and  made  requisi 
tions  on  us  when  he  wanted  anything. 

Q.  And  after  that  what  did  he  do  ? 

A,  I  never  had  anything  else  of  difficulty  with  him  ? 
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Q.  Do  you  know  why  Mr.  McAlpine  diecharged  Mr. 
Bridgef  ord  ? 

A.  Only  I  heard  him  say  they  could  not  get  along 
together. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  hear  Mr.  McAlpine   assign  a   reason  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know,  did  you  not  always  find  Mr. 
Bridgeford  ready  and  willing  to  do  what  he  was  told  to 
do  by  the  commissioners  or  proper  authorities  ? 

A.  So  far  as  I  ever  asked  liim  to  do  anything,  yes. 

Q.  With  regard  to  the  contracts  that  were  given  out 
by  the  Commission,  or  Mr.  Harris  and  yourself  in  the 
absence  of  the  Commission,  do  you  think  that  in  all  cases 
those  contracts  were  given  out  to  the  best  advantage  of 
the  interests  of  the  State  ?  Did  you  get  the  materials  as 
cheaply  as  private  individuals  could  have  got  the  same 
materials  at  the  same  time  i 

A.  So  far  as  I  was  concerned,  we  always  tried  to 

Q,  Well,  do  you  think  the  Commission  succeeded  in 
doing  so  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  we  always  tried  to  get  them  as  low  as 
possible. 

Q.  And  the  materials  were  as  low  to  the  State  as  they 
were  furnished  to  private  individuals? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  I  never  made  a  contract,  or  knew  of  a 
contract  being  made,  where  I  thouglit  the  price  was  any 
more  than  that  to  private  individuals. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  of  any  member  of  the  Commis- 
sion having  made  any  such  contract  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  that  I  do. 

Q.  You  say  that  Mr.  Bridgeford  at  one  time  purchased 
articles  on  his  own  responsibility.  What  sort  of  articles 
do  you  refer  to  ? 
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A,  Well,  I  referi'od  generally  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Bridgeford  supposed,  at  that  time,  that  the  Superintend- 
ent was  the  ])er8on  to  make  purchases  of  material,  per- 
haps, but  I  do  not  think  that  his  power  in  that  respect 
had  been  defined  up  to  that  time.  Mr.  Bridgeford  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  carrying  on  the  works,  and  we 
adopted  a  new  system. 

Q.  Did  this  iiappen  repeatedly,  or  only  once  ? 

A,  I  only  remember  one  case  where  o!)jection  was 
made.  Then,  Mr.  Bridgeford  ceased  immediately  to 
order  anything  except  to  give  a  requisition. 

Q,  Then  the  Commission  found  no  fault  with  him 
except  that  on  that  one  occasion  he  exceeded  his  powers, 
and  when  his  attention  was  called  to  it  he  ceased  to 
do  so? 

A.  That  is  so.     Of  course. 

Q,  There  is  no  salary  attached,  I  believe,  Mr.  Rice, 
to  the  position  of  Commissioner  of  the  Capitol? 

A.  No,  sir;  not  as  Commissioner,  but  I  ought  to  state 
that  there  was  $1,500  for  the  Secretary,  which  was  a 
special  act  of  the  Legislature. 

Q,  And  was  there  any  legitimate  way  by  which  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Commission  could  make  money  out  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  Capitol. 

A.  I  never  found  one. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Mr. 
Mc Alpine  was  appointed  general  superintendent  of  the 
construction  of  this  building,  previous  to  the  time  Mr. 
Bridgeford  was  discharged  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  He  was  appointed  general  superintendent  by  a  full 
Board  ? 

A,  Without  recollecting  particularly,  I  think  he  was. 
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Q.  And  was  acting  in  that  capacity  at  the  time  he  diEk 
charged  Mr.  Bridgeford  7 
A.  Yes,  sir. 


Sylvanus  H.  Swbbt,  sworn  — 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Colr) — Mr.  Sweet,  what  is  your  full 
name  ? 

A.  Sylvanus  H.  Sweet. 

Q,  And  residence? 

A.  Albany. 

Q.  What  position  did  you  occupy  on  the  new  Capitol 
building  at  the  time  under  the  Commission  which  was 
organized  on  the  3d  of  May,  1871,  of  which  Mr.  Hamilton 
Harris  was  chairman  ? 

A.  Inspector  of  materials. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  John  Bridgeford  connected  with  the  work 
at  that  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  capacity  ? 

A,  Superintendent. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  furnishing  to  Mr.  John 
Bridgeford  memoranda  of  the  quantities  of  material  de- 
livered by  the  contractors  respectively  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.     He  was  furnished  from  my  oflSce. 

Q.  Well,  in  what  form,  or  way,  did  you  give  him  those 
memoranda? 

A.  Generally  in  quantities,  monthly  deliveries  mainly, 
or  when  payments  were  made. 

Q.  Was  it  part  of  his  duties  as  Superintendent  of  the 
foundation  to  have  these  reports  from  you? 

A.  Not  particularly  so. 


ji 


494 


Q.  Will  yon  please  state  now  for  what  purpose  you 
furnished  those  statements  to  Mr.  Bridgeford  ? 

A.  Mr.  Bridgeford  lold  me  it  was  for  the  purpose  of 
collecting  commissions. 

Q.  Commissions  from  whom ! 

A,  From  the  contractoi-s,  as  I  understood  him. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  any  commissions  being  col- 
lected ? 

^.  I  do  not  know  of  any  myself. 

Q.  Did  Bridgeford  tell  you,  at  the  time  he  got  those 
items  or  memoranda  from  you,  that  he  desired  to  do  so 
for  the  purpose  of  finding  out  what  the  commissions  would 
be  coming  from  contractors? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Did  he  tell  you  who  he  paid  them  to  ? 

A,  He  t(;ld  me  he  paid  them  principally  to  Mr.  Harris. 

Q,  And  you  furnished  those  items  on  that  representa- 
tion ?  ' 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  do  you  know  anything  more  about  that  subject 
of  commissions? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  never  knew  of  any  commissitms  being  actually 
paid? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Sweet, — during  your  connection  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  Capitol,  were  the  contracts  which  were 
entered  into  by  the  Commissioners,  in  your  judgment 
judicious,  advantageous  to  the  State  ?  Were  the  materials 
that  were  purchased,  purchased  at  market  rates  ? 

A,  Well — so  far  as  I  know. 

Q,  You  have  no  knowledge  that  materials  wore  fur- 
nished at  greater  than  market  rates  ? 
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A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  know  of  contracts  having  been  given  for 
brick,  at  a  certain  rate,  when,  in  point  of  fact,  the  con- 
tract^>r  purchased  theiu  at  the  brick-yards  at  Albany  at  a 
greater  (?)  rate  and  furnished  them  to  the  State  at  a  great- 
er one? 

A.  I  don't  know.     I  can't  say. 

Q,  Were  you  examined  before  the  Investigating  Com- 
mittees ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  give  any  evidence  on  these  subjects  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  was  interested  in  the  quarry  of 
the  New  York  Granite  Company  ? 

A,  When  it  was  formed,  I  think  Mr.  Lord  and  Mr. 
Briggs,  and  Mr.  Jerome,  I  think,  but  I'm  not  certain 
abcmt  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  member  of  the  Capitol 
Commission  was  in  any  way  interested  in  that  quarry? 

A.  Well,  I  do  not 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — I  understand  you  to  say 
that  you  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  any  commissions 
having  been  paid  to  Senator  Harris  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Or  any  other  person  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

flsNBT  Smtth,  sworn — 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole)— Will  you  give  your  full  name  and 
residence  ? 

A.  My  name  is  Henry  Smith  ;  I  reside  at  No.  7  High 
street,  in  the  city  of  Albany. 
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Q.  Do  yon  remember  an  investigation  by  a  Legislative 
Committee,  into  the  matter  of  the  construction  of  the 
Capitol  building  under  the  Commission  of  which  Hamil- 
ton Harris  was  chairman  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.     I  remember  of  two  or  three. 

Q.  Do  you  remember,  during  the  pendency  of  any  one 
of  those  investigations,  giving  foi-  Mr.  John  Bridgeford  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Hamilton  Harris  ? 

^.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  John  Bridgeford  and  Mr. 
Hamilton  Harris  meeting  at  your  office  at  that  time,  and 
the  conversation  which  took  place  there  ? 

A,  No,  sir.  But  I  remember,  and  tliat  is  wliat  you 
probably  refer  to,  the  meeting  at  my  house. 

Q.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Smith,  will  yon  be  kind  enough  ta 
state  to  the  Committee,  as  near  as  possible,  that  conversa- 
tion ;  in  the  first  place  how  it  came  about,  if  you  remem- 
ber, and  then  what  transpired  ? 

A,  Before  answering  that  inquiry  I  want  to  respectfully 
submit  to  the  Committee  that  that  interview  did  not  in 
anywise  pertain  to  the  municipality  of  New  York,  or 
the  county  of  New  York,  except  so  far  as  it  is  a  part  of 
the  whole  State.  I  want  to  respectfully  submit  that  it  la 
not  a  matter  within  the  scope  of  inquiry  by  a  Committee 
of  the  Common  Council  of  the  city  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Chairman  and  Gentlemen  of  the  Com- 
mittee—this is  an  investigation,  and  tliis  part  of  this  in- 
vestigation goes  in  the  direction  of  ascertaining  whether 
or  not  any  of  the  public  moneys  have  been  improperly 
diverted  from  the  public  treasury.  The  city  of  New 
York  pays  about  one-half  of  the  moneys  which  go  to  the 
construction  of  the  new  Capitol  buiding,  and  certainly  the 
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city  of  New  York  has  a  direct  pecuniary  interest  in  ascer- 
taining whether  any  of  that  money  was  improperly  ex- 
pended. The  decisions  upon  the  power  of  the  Common 
Council  of  the  city  of  New  York  to  inquire  into  such 
mattere  as  these,  goes  to  this  extent,  that  tlioy  may  go  into 
any  matters  which  may  enable  them  to  apply  for  and  pro- 
cure proper  legislation  to  protect  tlieir  rights  and  to  per- 
fect their  municipal  government.  If  we  have  been  swin- 
dled in  the  construction  of  the  Capitol,  the  city  being  a 
one-half  sufferer  in  that  entire  swindle,  certainly  it  is 
within  the  purview  of  that  decision  that  we  may  inquire 
into  the  facta,  in  order  that  we  may  appeal  to  the  Legisla- 
ture for  such  legislation  as  will  prevent  the  continuance  of 
these  illegal  practices.  In  addition  to  that,  this  matter 
came  up  in  this  way  :  Mr.  Tweed  testified  that  he  made  a 
corrupt  arrangement  with  Hamilton  Harris,  at  which  John 
Bridgeford  was  present;  whereupon  Mr.  Harris  denied  it 
categorically,  and  we  are  now  trying  to  ascertain  whether 
it  was  true  that  Tweed  and  Harris  made  the  corrupt 
agreement  alleged  or  not ;  and  in  that  regard  these  in- 
quiries are  pertinent. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  reluctantly  state  what  I  am  going 
to,  for  the  reason  that  I  may  seem  to  have  some  some  ob- 
jections to  Mr.  Smith  testifying  in  this  matter.  1  diflFer 
from  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  counsel.  I  think  the 
Committee  has  no  power  to  go  into  questions  affecting  the 
Capitol  at  Albany.  I  think  this  investigjition  should  be 
kept  within  bounds,  and  this  matter,  at  this  time,  coming 
as  it  does  on  the  eve  of  an  election,  I  think  has  a  political 
aspect  which  my  associates  have  constantly  urged  should 
not  in  any  way  come  before  this  Committee  in  tliis  inves- 
tigation.    Notwithstanding  that,  if  the  majority  of  this- 
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Committee  choose  to  go  into  the  investigation  of  wrongs 
committed  in  the  city  of  Albany,  one  hundred  and  fifty 
miles  from  New  York,  and  in  my  opinion  in  no  way  con- 
nected with  the  subject  matter  of  investigation,  they  must 
take  upon  themselves  the  whole  responsibility  of  the  mat- 
ter, and  I  protest  against  it  on  the  ground  that  it  is 
improper,  injudicious,  and  unwise. 

Alderman  LEwis,Chairman,  after  consultation  announced 
the  decision  of  the  majority  of  the  Committee  that  this 
was  properly  a  branch  of  the  Ring  frauds  which  the  Com- 
mittee were  required  to  investigate. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  enter  my  protest. 

(Repeated  by  Mr.  Colk) — Will  you  be  kind  enough  to 
state  to  the  Connnittee,  as  near  as  possible,  that  conversa- 
tion ;  in  the  first  place  how  it  came  about,  if  you  remem- 
ber, and  then  what  transpired  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was  in  tiie  month  of  March  or  April,  1874, 
that  an  interview  took  place  between  Mr.  John  Bridge- 
ford  and  Senator  Harris,  at  my  house  ;  it  related  to  the 
investigation  that  was  then  going  on,  before  the  Finance 
■Committee  of  the  Senate,  I  think  it  was,  relating  to  the 
management  of  affairs  in  the  construction  of  the  new  Cap- 
itol at  Albany  ;  I  cannot  remember  now  how  the  meeting 
was  brought  about.  It  is  very  possible  that  the  letter 
which  I  see  mentioned  by  the  reported  testimony  was 
written,  but  I  cannot  recollect  it,  nor  can  I  remember  what 
was  said  between  the  parties,  so  as  to  give  the  language 
that  was  used,  or  so  as  to  be  able  to  give  anything  more 
than   the  general  character  of  the  conversation  as  it  now 
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rests  in  my  mind.  I  then  was  not  connected  with  the 
investigation  as  counsel  or  otherwise,  and  had  no  interest 
other  than  a  desire  that  the  public  works  sliould  progress^ 
and  that  these  gentlemen,  who  were  my  mutual  friends, 
who  were  both  my  friends,  should  harmonize  their 
differences.  In  the  course  of  the  convereation  Mr. 
Bridgeford  complained  tliat  lie  was  ill-used.  lie 
complained  that  he  had  been  Superintendent  of  this 
work  ;  that  he  had  discharged  his  duty  to  the  best  of  his 
ability;  that  he  had  done  all  that  had  been  required 
of  liim ;  that  he  had  been  superseded  in  his  position  by 
means  that  he  claimed  were  not  fair,  and  that  whatever 
criticism  there  was  in  reference  to  the  manacrement  of  the 
work  had  been,  to  use  his  expression  **  shoved  off"  upon 
him,  and  he  did  not  think  that  he  ought  to  stand  it.  My 
recollection  is  that  up  to  within  a  few  m'»nths  of  that  time 
Mr.  Bridgeford  had  been  Superintendent  of  the  work,  and 
that  until  shortly  before  that,  though  I  cannot  attempt  to 
be  at  all  precise  about  dates,  he  had  been  a  sort  of  super- 
intendent in  connection  with  Mr.  Mc;V.lpine,  and,  a  little 
before  that,  had  been  supei-seded  in  that  position.  It 
wasa  sort  of  co-superintendenc}'.  I  dcm't  know  that  he 
was  a  subordinate  or  how  that  was.  Mr.  Harris,  eitiier  by 
express  assent  or  by  acquiescence,  conveyed  to  my  mind, 
as  I  remember  it  now,  that  he  acquiesced  in  those  state- 
ments of  Mr.  Bridgeford.  lie  claimed  that  it  was  no 
fault  of  his  that  he  (Bridgeford)  had  been  supei-seded  ; 
that  he  was  his  friend  and  alwavs  had  been  ;  that  it  would 
be  to  their  mutual  advantage  that  they  should  remain 
friends  and  should  act  together ;  that  a  controvei'sy  be- 
tween them  only  resulted  in  the  prejudice  of  both ;  that 
he  was  willing  to  do  anything  in  reason  that  he  could  for 
Mr.  Bridgeford,  and  asked  him  what  he  wanted.     I  think 
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I  remember  the  very  answer  that  Mr.  Bridgeford  made  to 
that  question,  in  his  own  language,  which  was,  "Yon 
know  very  well  what  I  want."  Mr.  Harris  replied,  "  Why  I 
no,  1  don't  What  do  you  want?  Why  don't  you  take 
some  contract?  Why  don't  you  take  some  of  those  con- 
tracts for  granite,  furnishing  granite  for  this  work,  and 
make  some  money  out  of  this  business."  Bridgeford  re- 
plied, "  You  know  very  well  that  I  don't  want  to  make 
any  money  out  of  this  business.  I  have  lost  a  great  deal 
of  money  in  it  already.  My  ambition  and  desire  is  to 
construct  this  new  Capitol.  I  want  to  be  the  Superin- 
tendent that  builds  this  work.  It  has  been  the  pride  of 
my  life,  and  will  be,  to  continue  in  this  thing  and  have 
charge  of  this  work."  And  I  think  he  added  to  Mr* 
Harris,  "  You  can  bring  that  result  about  if  you  are  a  mind 
to."  Mr.  Harris,  in  reply  to  that,  said  that  he  could  not 
control  it.  Some  parties  had  taken  oflFence,  some  Com- 
missioners, as  1  recollect  it,  had  taken  offence  at  some 
part  that  Mr.  Bridgeford  had  taken  in  some  former  in- 
vestigation. I  think  when  he  had  been  examined  upon 
the  subject,  that  there  was  some  personal  dislike  to  him ; 
but  as  for  himself — Mr.  Harris,  speaking  for  himself — he 
would  be  quite  willing  to  have  him  restored  to  that  posi- 
tion and,  at  any  rate,  he  was  glad  to  act  with  Mr.  Bridge- 
ford and  continue  their  friendly  relations  in  the  future  in 
reference  to  this  work. 

Q.  Is  that  all,  sir,  that  you  can  recollect  ? 

A.  Nothing  occurs  to  me  now  that  is  not  covered  by 
tills  statement  that  I  have  made,  which  I  do  not  pretend 
to  give  in  the  language  of  tlie  parties,  but  I  have  given 
the  substance  of  the  interview  as  I  remember  it.  And 
as  I  understood,  they  separated  with  the  understanding 
that  they  were  friends  and  would  co-operate  in  the  f utore 
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as  they  both  seemed  to  claim  they  had  in  the  past.  There 
were  particulars  mentioned,  I  think,  that  I  cannot  under- 
take to  give  the  details  of  now ;  Mr.  Bridgeford  men- 
tioning, I  think,  certain  acts  of  Mr.  Harris  that  he  claimed 
were  unfriendly  and  improper,  and  Mr.  Han'is,  in  turn, 
criticising  some  acts  of  Mr.  Bridgeford,  not  acts  of  his 
as  Superintendent,  but  acts  of  his  in  some  way  being  a 
party  to  inquiries  and  investigations  that  had  been  had. 

Q.  And  Mr.  Harris  said  to  him  ''  Why  don't  you  take 
some  of  these  contracts  and  make  some  money  out  of  this 
business,"  or  words*  to  that  effect,  and  Mr.  Bridijijeford  re- 
plied, "  You  know  very  well  I  don't  want  to  make  money 
out  of  it,  I  want  to  be  re-instated  in  my  place  as  Superin- 
tendent." Now  I  will  read  to  you  what  Senator  Harris 
swore  to  concerning  this  conversation,  and  see  if  it  re- 
freshes your  memory  : 

Q.  '*  Was  anything  said  by  you  ccmcerning  a  contract 
which  you  were  willing  to  give  Bridgeford  ?" 

A.  ''  I  remember  of  Mr.  Bridgeford  importuning  me 
for  a  contract  and  talking  about  contracts,  but  I  could 
never  have  said  I  was  willing  to  give  him  a  contract." 

Q,  With  that  to  refresh  your  memory,  state  whether 
your  recollection  is  at  all  changed  or  modified.  Did 
Bridgeford  at  anytime  in  that  conversation  importune  for 
a  contract  ? 

A.  Well,  I  should  be  very  diffident  about  attempting 
to  contradict  any  one  who  spoke  from  memory  of  that 
interview,  but  I  can  only  say  that  my  recollection  is 
pretty  distinct,  that  the  proposition  came  from  Mr.  Har- 
ris, i.  e,^  the  idea  of  Mr.  Bridgeford  taking  a  contract, 
and  my  recollection  is  quite  as  distinct  to  the  effect  that 
Mr.  Bridgeford  insisted  that  he  bad  no  desire  to  make 
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mone}^  ont  of  the  work,  he  only  wanted  to  be  Superin- 
tendent of  the  Capitol? 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  Bridgeford  to  mean  by 
saying  that  all  those  matters  that  were  coming  out  in  the 
investigation  were  being  "  shoved  off ''  upon  him  ? — 
"shoved  off"  from  whom? 

A,  Am  I  to  understand  that  that  question  calls  for  my 
nnderstandiu":  of  what  Bridijeford  referred  to? 

Q.  From  the  tenor  of  that  conversation,  and  from  any 
other  conversations  you  had  had  with  those  parties? 

A,  Well,  more  from  the  knowledge  I  had  of  what  had 
been  developed  on  this  investigation  than  from  anything 
said  there,  I  would  draw  my  influence  as  to  what  it  was 
that  Mr.  Bridgeford  referred  to.  I  undei'Stand  him  to  re- 
fer to  various  mattej's  that  were  being  developed  on  this 
investigation.  My  i-ecollection  is  that  the  one  subject 
matter  more  immediately  under  investigation  at  that  time 
was  in  relation  to  the  delivery,  the  measnremeuts,  the 
quantity,  and  the  price  of  cement  that  came  from  Bangs 
&  Gaynor.  There  had  been  other  questions  under  in- 
vestigation involving  some  of  the  very  iii*st  principles  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Commission,  involving  the  hiring 
of  the  day  lahorert*,  the  carpenters,  the  workmen  under 
the  carpenters,  the  lumber,  the  quantity  of  the  lumber, 
the  sand,  the  brick,  etc.,  and  the  testimony,  as  I  read  it 
from  time  to  time,  relating  to  these  subjects  seemed  to 
show  irregularities  perhaps. 

Q.  What  kind  of  irregularities  ? 

A.  In  reference  to  the  manaijement  of  the  work,  and  1 
understood  Mr.  Bridgeford  to  refer  to  these  things,  and  to 
claim  to  Mr.  Harris  that  the  public  mind  was  holding 
him  responsible  for  some  of  those  things  because  he  had 
been  Superintendent  during  the  time  a  portion  of  those 
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traoBactions  oocnrred,  while  he  was  claiming  that  he  had 
always  acted,  as  far  as  he  could,  in  conformity  with  the 
directions  of  the  Commissioners,  and  should  not  have  the 
responsibility  of  them.     That  was  my  understanding  of  it 

Q.  Did  you  know  the  facts  of  the  Bangs  &  Gaynor 
cement  crm tract  which  was  then  being  investigated  ? 

A,  Well,  the  testimony  was  being  taken  along  about 
that  time,  and  the  investigation  continued  after  the  ad- 
journment of  the  session  of  1874.  I  believe  a  sitting,  or 
two,  or  three,  was  held  during  the  recess,  and  it  was 
resumed  again  in  1875.  Most  of  the  knowledge  I  have 
in  reference  t<»  the  details  of  that  matter  I  have  acquired 
from  the  testimony  in  both  sessions  together. 

Q.  What  were  the  allegations  concerning  the  Bangs  & 
Gaynor  contract,  which  were  at  that  time  being  investi- 
gated? 

Alderman  Cowing — Is  that  proper  to  inquire  as  to 
allegations  instead  of  facts? 

Mr.  CoLK — I  am  trying  to  find  out  what  circumstances 
Burrouixled  these  parties  at  the  time. 

A,  1  do  not  know  anything  about  the  facts ;  I  neither 
make  cement,  nor  buy  cement,  nor  use  cement. 

Q.  I  wish  to  find  out  what  was  the  matter  of  difference 
between  tliein,  which  you,  as  a  mutual  friend,  was  trying 
to  settle  up.  Now,  in  that  connection,  I  ask  what  were 
the  allegations  of  irregularities  which,  as  Bridgeford  said, 
were  being  '*  shoved  off"  on  him  ? 

A.  So  far  as  that  is  concerned,  I  understood  tlie  scope 
of  inquiryof  that  committee  to  relate  to  the  management 
of  the  work.    Early  in  1875  I  was  retained  as  counsel  for 
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the  committee,  and  acted  during  that  session  for  them. 
The  scope  of  inquiry  related  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
work  had  been  carried  on,  more  with  a  view  of  ascertain- 
ing whether  the  work  had  been  managed  with  a  view  to 
economy  and  the  proper  and  tlie  prudent  use  of  the  money 
of  the  State,  than  with  the  view  of  ascertaining  anything 
as  to  any  personal  connection  with  it  by  any  person,  or,  in 
short,  it  was  to  investigate  the  system  of  doing  business 
by  those  Commissioners  rather  than  to  intjuire  wlietlier 
anybody  had  been  engaged  in  peculation,  a  project  having 
originated  in  the  Legislature  to  take  the  erection  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Commission,  and  put  it  in  the  hands  of 
an  individual.  In  view  of  this,  the  various  contracts 
made  by  the  Commission  came  under  investigation ;  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  made  ;  whether  tiiere  was  fair 
competition ;  whether  the  measurements  were  made  in  a 
proper  manner ;  whether  the  contracts  were  ever  complied 
with  as  made,  and  the  materials  delivered  or  not — all 
came  under  the  subject  matter  of  investigation. 

Q.  Was  it  not  afterward  put  in  proof  that  large  quan- 
tities of  this  Bangs  &  (iaynor  cement  which  left  their 
place  at  Utica,  in  point  of  fact  were  taken  off  at  different 
points  along  the  route,  and,  nevertheless,  the  whole  amount 
that  started  was  paid  for  by  the  State  as  if  it  had  arrived 
at  Albany  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  If  you  will  allow  me  to  refer  to  the 
printed  pamphlet  I  can  give  the  details. 

Q.  How  much  was  the  State  defrauded  out  of  in  that 
manner? 

A.  I  do  not  know  how  nmch.  Whatever  I  shall  state 
will  be  my  view  of  the  facts  as  established  by  that  testi- 
mony given  before  the  committee.     I  did  not  measure  an 
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onnce  of  this  cement  and  haven't  any  personal  knowledge 
al)out  it. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  object  to  the  gjentloman  making 
a  statement  of  his  impressions.  We  do  not  want  his  con- 
clnsions,  but  the  simple  facts. 

WiTNKSS — I  can  of  course  sift  out  in  my  mind  what  is 
proper  evidence.  I  will  only  answer  what  is  proper.  *  I 
cannot  eav  how  much  the  State  was  defrauded  out  of  in 
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that  manner,  but  I  can  state  the  points  that  were    made 
before  the  committee  on  that  subject. 

Q.  From  tables  made  up  by  yourself  from  the  testi- 
mony ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Alderman  Cowing — Part  of  your  summins^  up  as  coun- 
sel to  the  committee  of  investigation  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  object.  We  want  the  facts,  not 
the  gentleman's  summing  up  of  his  conclusions. 

Alderman  Lkwis  decided  that  the  evidence  was  admis- 
sible. 

WiTNKSS — In  reference  to  this  cement,  perhaps  one 
thing  by  way  of  illustration  would  give  an  idea  of  the 
character  of  the  questions  that  came  up.  One  question 
that  arose  was  as  to  whether  the  contracts  were  fairly 
made  or  not ;  that  is,  as  to  whether  the  canvassing  of  the 
bids  was  conducted  in  a  way  that  admitted  of  fair  compe- 
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titioii  80  as  to  secure  the  material  to  the  State  at  the 
lowest  prices.  Now  it  appeared  in  that  case — and  about 
that  there  was  no  dispute — that  in  1872  these  Commission- 
ers advertised  for  proposals  for  cement.  The  terms  for 
proposals  required  that  the  cement  should  be  delivered  in 
barrels  on  the  Cai)itol  ground.  Bangs  &  Gaynor's  bid 
was  $1.82.  The  H(nvo*s  Cave  Association  offered  to  de- 
liver it  in  bulk  at  98  cents.  The  contract  was  awarded  to 
Bangs  &  Gaynor.  They  delivered  under  that  contract, 
which  by  its  terms  required  that  the  cement  should  be 
delivered  on  the  Capitol  grounds  in  barrels ;  they  delivered 
857  barrels,  and  tiiey  delivered  13,068  barrels  in  bulk, 
and  in  '73 

Q.  What  did  they  get  for  that  delivered  in  bulk? 

A.  $1.32  per  barrel;  and  in  1873  they  continued  to 
deliver  in  bulk,  and  delivered  4,377  barrels.  They  were 
paid  for  all  this  that  was  delivered  in  bulk  at  tiie  rate  of 
$l.o2  per  barrel,  it  was  claiined  that  if  it  had  been  in- 
tended to  allow  it  to  be  delivered  in  bulk,  instead  of 
barrels,  they  should  have  accepted  the  Howe's  Cave 
Association's  proposition  at  98  cents.  Then  it  was  claimed 
that  the  State  had  paid  the  expenses  of  unloading  this 
cement  in  bulk,  and  transferring  it  to  the  dock  at  which 
it  was  discharged,  and  transporting  it  thence  to  the  Capitol 
ground.  Some  of  you  may  be  aware  that  it  is  quite  a  hill 
to  ascend  to  get  up  there,  and  the  transportation  was  quite 
expensive.  On  the  part  of  the  Commissioners,  it  was 
claimed  that  this  dock,  being  a  part  of  the  property  under 
the  control  of  the  Commission,  was  a  part  of  the  capitol 
grounds  within  the  construction  of  the  contract.  Then 
there  were  other  allegations. 

Q.  And  they  charged  extra,  besides  the  contract  price 
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for  taking  it  up  from  the  wharf  to  the  Capitol  grounds,  on 
the  pi-etense  that  the  wharf  was  the  Capitol  grounds  ? 

A.  It  so  appeared  in  the  testimony,  and  was  not  dis- 
puted. It  is  stated  here,  and  the  amount  given,  and  not 
disputed,  that  the  State  paid  for  the  transportation  of  that 
cement  $2,278.80 — from  the  wharf  to  the  Capitol.  Then 
it  was  charged  that  there  was  a  misapprehension  of  true 
business  principles,  in  the  manner  of  getting  at  the 
quantity  of  this  cement.  The  bills  of  lading  showed  the 
various  boats — canal  boats — on  which  the  cement  had 
been  brought  from  some  station,  above  Utica,  I  think, 
where  it  was  loaded,  but  I  do  not  remember  the  place 
now,  and  it  was  brought  on  those  canal  boats  and  de- 
livered at  Albany.  The  quantity,  as  it  would  appear  from 
the  accounts,  was  ascertained  by  the  weight  at  the  weigb- 
lock  at  Utica,  and  those  quantities  appear  in  the  books  of 
account,  though  those  same  bills  of  lading  showed  a  lesser 
weight  on  the  arrival  of  the  boats  at  Albany,  and  some  of 
them  showed — some  of  the  bills  of  lading  showed — that 
there  was  cement  on  those  same  boats  which  had  loads 
consigned  to  Albany,  deck  loads  consigned  to  intermediate 
places,  as  St.  .Johnsville,  Little  F'alls,  and  other  places.  I 
thought,  as  it  appeared  on  those  papei'S,  that  the  State  paid 
for  all  that  left  Utica,  without  discriminating  between 
that  and  what  went  to  otlier  places.  It  was  also  claimed 
that  there  were  two  cargoes  that  never  reached  Albany  at 
all.  There  was  no  evidence  in  the  pai)ers  of  their  arrival 
at  Albany,  although  they  appeared  at  some  western  port 
to  have  cleared  for  Albany.  Then  there  was  an  attempt 
to  get  at  the  quantity  that  was  actually  used,  compared 
with  the  quantity  that  had  been  paid  for.  Of  course  this 
cement  was  in  the  work  and  so  fa**  as  computation  .could 
throw  light  upon  it,  it  was  by  taking  the  various  elements 
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that  went  to  make  up  a  cubic  yard  of  the  work  and  separ- 
ating: tiiem  to  determine  the  proportion  of  each.  Up  to 
January,  1874,  the  State  had  paid  for  72,737  barrels  of 
cement,  and  there  had  been  need  in  the  concrete,  in  laying 
brick  and  in  the  foundation  masonry,  49,940  barrels,  show- 
ing a8  unaccounted  for  in  the  work  and  not  on  hand,  22,788 
barrels. 

Q,  Have  you  figured  up  how  much  that  cost  ? 

A.  I  have  got  that  figured  with  two  other  items  that 
are  included.  One  is,  improper  payment  for  barrelling 
and  transportation  in  1871,  $2,452;  improperly  paid  for 
tlie  cement  in  1872  and  '73,  that  was  to  have  been  in 
barrels  and  was  in  bulk,  $5,929.00.  Taking  these  two 
items  and  this  amount  unaccounted  for,  shows  a  loss  to 
the  State  of  $40,742.56. 

Q,  And  was  it  alleged  at  that  time,  and  did  it  form 
part  of  this  investigation  which  was  going  on  at  the  time 
of  this  conversation  between  Bridgeford  and  Harris,  that 
in  other  matters  besides  this  cement,  large  sums  of  m(»ney 
had  been  paid  which  could  not  be  properly  accounted  for 
by  the  Commissionenj?  I  am  trying  to  get  at  the  cir- 
cumstances surrounding  those  two  men  at  the  time  they 
had  that  interview  at  your  house? 

A,  If  the  question  calls  for  what  was  alleged  on  the 
investigation,  I  answer  Yes. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  refer  to.  Now  in  what  other  matters 
was  it  at  that  time  alleged  that  there  was  a  very  great 
discrei)ancy  between  the  material  actually  received  and 
that  paid  for — w^hether  as  to  price  or  quantity,  in  general 
terms  ? 

A.  Well,  take  the  carpenter  work,  for  instance.  It 
was  alleged  that  the  carpenter  and  the  foreman  who  had 
charge  of  the  carpenter  work,  had  not  preserved  a  time 
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book,  or  pay-roll,  or  whatever  it  is  called,  or  whatever  it 
ifi,  that  would  show  the  names  of  persons  who  had  worked ; 
that  those  time-books  had  not  boon  preserved,  but  had 
been  destroyed.  It  was  claimed  that  the  contract  with  the 
carpenter  was  that  he  was  to  have  fifty  cents  profit  on  each 
carpenter.  That  i^to  say,  the  State  was  to  pa^  him  fifty  cents 
more  for  each  day's  services  than  he  paid  the  man  render- 
ing the  service.  Under  that,  the  contracting  carpenter 
was  paid  invariably  at  $4  per  day,  I  think,  assuming  that 
he  paid  his  men  $?»,bOy  whereas  in  point  of  fact  a  large 
portion  of  the  carpenters  were  paid  a  much  less  sum,  say 
$2.50,  and  I  do  not  know  but  less  ;  so  that  they  had  con- 
veyed to  him  the  trust  of  informing  them  how  many  men 
worked  and  allowed  him  to  assume  $3.50  were  the  men's 
wages  when  they  received  a  much  less  sum,  and  in  this 
way  the  carpenter  received  a  larger  profit  than  he  was 
entitled  to  under  the  contract,  is'ow  again,  in  regard  to 
lumber,  it  was  charged  that  there  was  the  same  inefficiency 
or  want  of  management  there,  and  while  this  was  to  be  a  tiie- 
proof  building  constructed  entirely  of  stone  or  some  other 
incombustible  material,  there  had  been  expended  over 
$100,000, 1  think,  for  lumber,  and  that  this  lumber  was 
not  properly  cared  for.  The  carpenter  was  a  man  engaged 
in  carrying  on  other  contracts,  and  the  lumber  was  taken 
to  his  shop  and  kept  there,  without  any  proper  guard  or 
protection  to  see  that  there  was  proper  discrimination — to 
see  that  tlie  lumber  of  the  State  was  not  confused  with 
his  own.  It  was  charged  that  $100,000  worth  of  lumber 
was  a  much  larger  quantity  than  was  consumed  in  this 
building.  And  there  were  a  good  many  other  items,  such 
as  nails,  wliich  will  illustrate  it  as  well  as  any.  It  was 
proved  that  their  books  showed  that  over  tiiirty-six  tons  of 
nails  had  been  paid  for — as  appeared  by  the  books  73,826 


510 


pounds — whicli  i^  seemed  to  me  was  a  pretty  large  amount 
of  nails  for  that  building.     There  was  several  such  items. 

Q.  The  building  is  composed  entirely  of  stone,  is  it  not? 

A.  Yes  ;  stone  and  iron  and  brick.  There  were  several 
such  items  selected  from  their  accounts.  There  were  195 
padlocks,  door-locks,  which,  acccording  to  my  recollec- 
tion of  the  testimony,  were  not  shown  to  be  a  necessity 
for  so  much  locking  about  this  building  as  was  involved 
in  that  item.  The  item  of  plumbing  was  criticised.  The 
building  then  had  no  permanent  gas  or  water-pipe  of  aiij 
kind  in  it.  The  })ipe  placed  there  was  merely  temporary, 
for  the  pui'pose  of  taking  water  to  various  parts  of  the 
building  where  work  was  going  on,  and  the  plumbing  bill 
was  $10,466.11.  There  was  in  the  bills  an  item  of  6,102 
sledge  and  hammer  handles ;  and  an  item  of  2,114  lbs. 
of  white  lead  ;  and  one  of  199  cedar  pails.  One  of  the 
other  items  under  investigation  was  the  question  of  granite. 
That,  of  course,  was  the  most  serious,  involving  the  largest 
amount  of  money  of  any.  These  items  I  have  just  been 
giving  you  were  taken  out  more  with  a  view  to  ascertain- 
ing whether  the  business  was  carried  on  so  as  to  protect 
the  State  against  ruinous  extravagance  or  fictitious  charges 
— but  the  item  of  granite  was  very  expensive  and  there- 
fore one  of  serious  inquiry.  The  first  work  in  the  way  of 
granite,  as  appeared  by  the  testimony,  was  that  in  which 
it  was  used  in  connection  with  limestone  in  the  founda- 
tion of  the  building.  There,  according  to  the  testimony, 
they  had  advertised  for  proposals  for  the  supply  of  an 
estimated  quantity  of  stone  and  of  granite.  1  will  take 
the  liberty  of  condensing  this  instead  of  going  through 
the  details.  They  advertised  for  proposals  and  presented 
an  estimate  of  quantities  and  a  plan  of  the  work.  The 
estimate  of  quantities  called  for  about  an  equal  quantity 
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of  limestone  and  of  <yraiiite  ;  that  is,  between  10,000  and 
12,000  cubic  yards  of  granite,  and  about  an  equal  quantity 
of  limestone.  This  sjranite  was  to  be  cut  for  the  fittingrs 
of  a  door,  or  for  an  arch,  or  for  the  face  stone  of  a 
building.  The  plan  showed  an  inverted  arch,  to 
uphold  the  tower,  which  was  to  be  constructed  of 
good  limestone  and  granite,  mixed  with  each  other,  and 
involved  an  expense  of  $40  to  $00  a  cubic  yard,  while 
limestone  was  worth  about  $12  a  cubic  yard.  When  the 
bids  were  canvassed,  as  appeared  by  the  testimony,  Mr.  Mc- 
Alpine  had  charge  of  it  and  excluded  from  his  consulta- 
tion, as  to  some  of  the  items,  Mr.  P^iller,  the  architect. 
All  the  bids  but  one  were  for  the  granite  in  quantities 
and  the  limestone  in  quantities,  estimated  as  to  prices  as 
in  the  proposal.  Larned  &  Dickson  made  a  bid  to  deliver 
the  whole  quantity,  without  discriminating  between  gran- 
ite and  limestone,  at  $24.40,  and  the  contract  was  awarded 
to  them.  Shortly  after,  this  requirement  for  an  inverted 
arch  and  consequently  this  requirement  for  good  granite 
was  withdrawn  and  the  contractor  was  allowed  to  furnish 
limestone  almost  entirely,  whereas  the  proposal  called  for 
about  an  equal  quantity  of  limestone  and  granite  each. 
Tliey  delivered  but  a  small  quantity  of  granite  and  the  bal- 
ance was  made  up  of  limestone,  the  effect  being  to  give  the 
contractor  who  had  bid  in  this  way,  by  the  change  of  [)lan, 
$24.40  per  cubic  yard  for  limestone,  which  was  offered  to 
them  for,  and  could  have  been  furnished  under  their  bids, 
as  low  as  $12  per  cubic  yard.  It  was  claimed  on  that  in- 
vestigation that  the  commissioners  had  been  derelict  in 
allowing  such  a  contract  as  that  to  be  awarded  and  especi- 
ally as  Mr.  McAlpine  was  the  engineer,  and  one  of  the 
contractors  to  whom  the  contract  was  awarded  was  a  near 
relative  of  Mr.  McAlpine.    It  was  insisted  that  they  should 
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not  have  allowed  a  contract  which  should  have  admitted 
of  such  changes  and  the  payment  of  so  much  for  lime- 
stone. Afterward  the  contract  was  modified  and  Dix 
Island  stone,  a  sort  of  granite,  was  used  as  a  part  of  the 
work  wiiich  would  show  above  tlie  ground  t>r  basement. 
That  led  them  to  enter  upon  the  delivery  of  this  Dix 
Island  granite  without  any  contract  as  to  price.  We 
claim  that  they  knew  or  onght  to  have  known  that 
these  contractors  had  control  of  the  only  quarry 
where  this  particular  color  of  granite  could 
be  obtained,  and  that  consequently  when  its  use 
had  been  begun  the  State  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
contractors.  It  resulted,  before  they  g<»t  through,  iu 
their  paying  at  the  rate  of  over  $100  a  foot  for  that  Dix 
Island  stone,  and  made  the  expense  of  the  foundation, 
which  was  estimated  at  $500,000,  run  up  to  $865,324:.8i ; 
then  followed  the  institution  known,  I  think,  as  the  New 
York  Granite  Co.  As  to  that,  it  appeared  that  an  adver- 
tisement had  been  published  and  considerable  competition 
existed,  and  that  the  New  York  Granite  Co.  pro|)08ed  to 
deliver  the  granite  from  the  Yarmouth  quarry  at  75  cents  a 
foot,  which  was  by  far  the  lowest  bid.  Well,  it  wad 
claimed  as  to  that,  that  it  was  a  bargain  that  ought  never 
to  have  been  made;  that  the  Yarmouth  quarry  had  never 
been  developed ;  that  there  was  no  certainty  as  to  secui^ 
ing  the  kind  of  stone  required,  and  that  the  effect,  had 
they  secured  the  stone,  would  have  been  to  have  opened 
and  developed  the  quarry  at  the  expense  of  the  State^ 
established  the  character  of  the  stone  by  using  it  for  the 
new  Capitol  and  leaving  the  balance  of  the  quarry  a  very 
valuable  piece  of  property  for  the  stock-holders  of  the 
New  York  Granite  Co,  It  turned  out  that  this  stone  was 
not  satisfactory  and   could  not  bo  used,  and  the  contract 
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waF  abandoned,  they  giving  the  contractor  notice  that 
they  would  not  receive  the  stone ;  they  settled  with  him, 
allowing  him  to  retain  what  was  paid,  paying  him  the  15 
per  cent,    drawback    reserved   by   the  contract,   paying 
$2,728    for   condemned    stone,   $8,853    for    stone     not 
accounted  for  in  the  work,  and  $7,070  for   margin.      In 
the  business  ^'  margin  "  means  an  allowance  of   any  esti- 
mated quantity  outside  of   the  plan   line  of  the  stone,  so 
that  if   a  stone  was  only  twelve  inches,  a  cube  of  twelve 
inches,  it  would  be  measured  at  thirteen — I  mean  twelve 
inches  dressed — it  would  l)e  thirteen  in  the  rough,  in  every 
direction,  thus  pretty  largely  increasing  the  price.     Then 
they  furnished  to  Mr.  Bodwell  the  money  to  buy  out  the 
horses,  tools  and  everything,  and  that,  I  believe,  chised  out 
their  connection  with  the  company.      As  to  the  Hallowell 
Company,  the  questions  were  raised  as  to  quantities   and 
price,  and  as  to  the   allowance  of  this   margin,  allowing 
stone  to  be  furnished  on  the  plan  line.      A  question  was 
raised  as  to  the  sand.     It  seemed  that  the  sand  was  deliv- 
ered by  a  contractor  who  scooped  it  up  out  of  the  bed  of 
the  river  while  he  was  engaged  in  deepening  the  Hudson 
and  improving  navigation.     There  appeared  to  have  been 
43,700  cubic  yards  paid  for,  while  estimating  tiie  amount 
in  tlie  work,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  cement,  21,720 
cubic   yards   only  were  actually  delivered ;  22,089  cubic 
yards  missing,  involving  a  loss  to  the  State  of  $30,625.60 
on  sand.     It  was  claimed  that  their  trauspoi*tation  account 
and   their  dealings  with  the  Albany  Railway  Company 
were   not   conducted    properly ;  that  they  had  a  contract 
with  the  railway  company  to  haul  the  freight   from   the 
wharf  to  the  Capitol,  but  before  that  company  had  got  in 
operation  under  its  contract,  the  State  had  employed  and 
paid   teamsters  for  titinsporting  freight,  and  then  after- 
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wards  the  State  paid  the  Albany  Railway  Company  over 
$15,000  fcr  that  same  work,  that  the  company  never 
performed  at  all,  and  they  at  least  onght  to  have  known  it 

Evidence  was  given  to  show  that  the  price  paid  for 
that  transportation  was  too  much.  Evidence  also  showed 
that  the  Albany  Railway  Company,  after  they  got  this 
contract,  raised  their  ca]>ital  stock  from  $100,000  to 
$200,000,  and  some  questions  arose  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  that  stock  was  distributed,  but  I  do  not  remember 
that  it  involved  Mr.  Harris. 

Another  very  large  item  was  the  brick.  Brick  that 
were  entirely  satisfactory  could  have  been  purchased  at 
Albany  for  $7  to  $8  per  thousand,  delivered  on  the 
Oapitol  grounds,  but  they  paid  $10  to  $13  a  thousand,  and 
most  of  those  brick  were  delivered  by  a  Mr.  John  Murphy 
of  this  citv  and  Mr.  C.  F.  Southard.  It  was  claimed 
that  these  prices  were  grossly  excessive  :  that  there  was 
no  fair  competition,  and  that  the  offer  of  proposals,  or 
advertisements  for  bids  were  only  sent  to  five  manufac- 
turers of  brick,  and  all  of  them  below  the  Ilighlnnds,  and 
their  stock  supplied  almost  the  entire  quantity.  The 
estimate  that  I  made  at  the  time  showed  a  loss  on  brick 
of  $77,190.25.  I  made  a  table  at  tlie  close  of  this  inves- 
tigation, which,  added  to  what  I  have  said,  will  give  you 
as  full  an  idea  as  I  had  of  the  nature  of  those  investiga- 
tions and  the  results  developed.  I  made  a  table  to  com- 
pare the  expenditures  of  1873,  under  the  Commissioner 
system,  wit li  the  expenditures  of  1874,  under  a  Superin- 
tendent with  exclusive  power,  with  the  view  of  ascertaining 
which  was  the  cheapest  system,  and,  assuming  the  same 
quantities  of  work  under  each  administration,  the  result 
was  that  the  work  done  by  the  Commission  cost 
$710,688.91,  and  the  same  quantity  of  work  by  the  Super- 
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intendont  $462,323.30,  making  a  difiFerence  in  comparison 
of  the  two  yeara  of  $248,265.t)l.  It  is  fair  that  I  should 
add,  however,  that  it  was  argued  that  as  between  1873  and 
1874  the  prices  liad  to  some  extent  declined,  but  the 
difEerence,  as  yon  see,  is  about  a  quarter  of  a  million 
dollars. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Smith,  do  you  know  who  were  active  in 
prosecuting  this  investigation  against  the  Commissioners, 
or  against  this  system  of  Commissioners  to  which  you 
have  referred,  at  this  time  ?  In  other  words,  I  mean  to 
ask,  do  you  know  whether  Mr.  John  Bridgeford  was  active 
in  this  matter,  and  whether  he  was  furnishing  data  to  the 
Investigating  Committee? 

A.  Do  you  mean  the  whole  time  this  thing  was  going 
through  ? 

Q.  Yes.     Any  time  during  that  investigation  ? 

A,  Yes ;  I  think  I  know  tliat  to  some  extent  he  fur- 
nished information,  or  made  suggestions. 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  know  whether  Mr.  Hamil- 
ton Harris  knew  that  he  was  furnishing  information  i 

A,  That  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Harris  resign  his  position  as  Commissioner 
during  the  pendency  of  this  investigation  'i 

A.  1  think  Mr.  Harris  resigned  during  the  pendency  of 
the  investigation  ;  I  think  in  February  or  March,  1875, 
about  a  year  after  this  interview  with  Mr.  Bridgeford. 
I  recollect  the  circumstance  tliat  he  resigned  while  I  was 
conducting  the  investigation  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  have  any  conversation  with  you  in 
regard  to  the  propriety  of  his  resigning  at  that  time ;  do 
you  recollect,  sir  ? 

A.  Yes  ;  I  think  he  and  I  conversed  on  the  subject. 
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Q.  Didn't  he  ask  you  what  yon  thought  he  had  better 
do  in  view  of  the  investigation,  and  didn't  you  tell  him  he 
knew  perfectly  well  what  your  idea  was,  that  he  had 
better  get  out  ? 

A,  Well,  I  should  not  say  anything  occurred  in  that 
fonn.  We  talked  upon  the  subject,  our  conversation 
was  as  between  two  friends.  I  do  not  think  a  detailed 
account  of  that  conversation  would  throw  any  light  on 
this  investigation.  It  was  more  a  question  of  policy  as  to 
what  he  should  do  than  anything  else,  and  nothing  trans- 
pired ill  that  conversation  that  might  not  be  taken  to 
sustain  the  theory  of  his  innocence  as  any  other  theory. 
Some  men  don't  like  to  stand  fire,  even  if  innocent. 

Q.  lie  asked  your  opinion  as  to  whether  he  should  re- 
tire under  iiie  or  not? 

A .  No ;  I  don't  mean  to  apply  that  to  him  ;  I  merely 
made  use  of  the  phrase  as  an  illustration.  I  merely  say 
that  that  conversation  would  not  throw  any  light  on  the 
subject  of  this  investigation. 

Q,  Now,  is  it  your  understanding  that,  in  a  general 
way,  this  investigation  and  these  allegations  which  you 
have  testified  were  being  made  against  the  Commission 
system  and  perliaps  against  the  Commissioners,  wds  the 
fight  or  disagreement  which  Bridgeford  and  Harris  talked 
about  as  being  desirous  of  settling  when  you  were  present 
at  this  conversation  between  them.  You  have  testified 
that  something  was  said  about  settling  their  diflFerences 
and  that  iiridgeford  said  that  everything  was  being 
"  shoved  off  "  on  him,  and  that  Harris  said  that  he  wanted 
everything  to  be  friendly,  and  why  didn't  he  take  a  con- 
tract and  make  some  money  out  of  that,  and  Bridge- 
ford  said  *'  No,  he  didn't  want  that,  he  wanted  to  be  rein- 
stated in  his  position."     Now   is  it  your  understanding 
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that  the  disagreement  between  these  two  men  arose  out 
of  the  fact  that  Bridgeford  was  furnishing  information  to. 
this  Committee  and  Harris  wanted  him  to  quit  it? 

A,  My  understanding  was  that  this  investigation  was 
unpleasant — I  think  I  can  say  safely  perhaps  that  it  was 
unpleasant — to  both  parties,  and  both  preferred  it  should 
not  go  on,  and  both  parties  seemed  to  agree,  at  the  in- 
terview I  spoke  of,  that  it  was  their  mutual  interest  to  go 
in  a  friendly  manner  and  not  be  fostering  an  examination 
or  investigation  of  these  aflFairs.  Neither  went  into  any  de- 
tail of  the  matter,  according  to  my  remembrance.  I 
thought  Mr.  Harris  was  coy  in  the  answers  he  made  with 
reference  to  the  future  Superintendency  when  pressed  by 
Mr.  Bridgeford.  The  point  he  was  driving  at  was  that 
he  should  have  the  opportunity  to  finish  the  work  he  had 
begun  and  he  desired  that  without  any  wish  on  his  part 
to  make  money  out  of  it.  The  question  as  to  whether  any 
one  had  made  money  out  of  it  was  only  incidentally  men- 
tioned when  Mr.  Bridgeford  said  he  had  lost  a  good  deal 
of  money  by  furthering  it  since  its  commencement  and 
he  haa  d'>ne  so  because  of  his  ambition  to  build  the  Capi- 
tol of  the  State  of  New  York. 

Q,  Can  you  lix,  approximately,  the  date  of  that  con- 
versation ? 

A.  I  should  say  about  the  first  of  April,  1874.  It  may 
have  been  later  than  that,  but  it  was  about  that  time. 
Now,  I  ought  to  be  allowed  to  add,  I  think,  in  reference 
to  these  figures  I  have  given,  that  I  was  the  counsel  re- 
tained by  the  Committee  and  I  acted  with  a  view  of  car- 
rying out  the  purpose  they  had  in  view,  and  that,  as  I 
understood  it,  was  to  develop  the  proposition  as  to  whether 
this  work  had  been  prudently  done  or  not,  whether  there 
was  a  wastefulness  in  expenditure  of  money  or  not,  than 
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of  criticisino:  ftny  particular  individnaPe  nianageinent.  I 
stated  then,  as  I  am  willing  to  state  now,  that  in  my  judg- 
ment those  figures  demonstrated  that  more  than  $1,500,000 
of  the  money  appropriated  at  that  time  had  been  need- 
lesslv  wasted  in  the  construction  of  that  work. 

Q,  Do  you  think  it  demonstrated  any  absolute  frauds? 

A,  Well,  of  course  in  such  a  thing  as  this  there  are 
various  considerations  growing  out  of  it.  It  was  a  new 
building,  a  large  building,  a  work  of  greater  magnitude 
than  our  mechanics  were  accustomed  to.  I  cannot  say  I 
think  there  was — yes — well — I  don't  know — yes — I  think 
there  was  either  a  fraud  or  a  mistake,  and  a  very  big  one. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  in  some  respects  there  were  some 
frauds,  cheating  in  these  measurements,  weights  and  ex- 
penses of  material,  and  somebody  made  money  out  of 
them.  I  did  not  go  into  that.  I  did  not  go  farther  than 
they  employed  me.  I  did  not  foci  disposed  to  volunteer 
any  labor  for  the  public  good,  and  I  never  tried  to  find  out 
who  they  were  who  perpetrated  the  frauds. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Lkwis) — You  stated  these  were  the 
alleged  facts.     Who  were. these  allegations  made  by? 

A.  Those  statements  that  I  have  eubmitted  here  were 
such  results  as  appeared  to  me  to  be  established  by  the 
testimonv  of  the  witnesses  tliat   have  been  called  on    that 
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investigation.  A  great  many  witnesses  have  been  exam- 
ined. I  tiiink  the  evidence  in  the  investigation  covered 
some  1.500  printed  i>ages,  and  this  is  a  summary  so  as  to 
bring  it  together  to  show  in  quantities  and  amounts  the  re- 
sults of  the  testimony  of  the  witnesses  as  I  claimed  them 
to  be.  The  committee  after  this  investigati<m  was  closed, 
made  their  report,  vvhich  will  show  the  view  they  enter- 
tained. I  do  not  remember  what  it  was  now.  They  went 
somewhat  over  the  facts  established,  and  concluded  with 
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a  recommendation  abolishing  the  commiBsion  and  putting 
it  in  the  hands  of  a  single  person  who  should  be  a  practi- 
cal mechanic. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — This  is  a  portion  of  your 
summing  up  before  the  Committee,  is  it  not? 

A.  In  so  far  as  it  purports  to  give  the  results  of  the 
testimony,  it  is  taken  from  the  summing  up. 

Q,  And  is  predicated  upon  your  view  of  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  the  summing  up  of  the  gentleman  who 
had  the  honor  co  oppose  you  ? 

A,  No ;  I  have  not  that  here. 

Q.  He  took  a  different  view  ? 

A.  Oh !  yes ;  there  was  a  very  wide  difference.  He 
seemed  to  have  the  fullest  confidence  in  the  Commissioners 
and  their  management. 

Q,  When  this  testimony  was  being  taken  before  the 
Committee,  was  it  not  from  time  to  time  published  in  the 
daily  }>re8s  of  Albany  ? 

A.  I  think  in  a  very  abridged  form. 

Q.  Sufficiently  to  acquaint^  the  public  with  the  purport 
and  results  of  the  investigation? 

A,  I  suppose  so — those  who  read  the  reports. 

Q.  So  that  your  testimony  will  be  nothing  new  to  the 
good  people  of  Albany  ? 

A,  Not  if  they  have  read  it  already. 

Q,  If  they  read  this  they  would  not  be  any  wiser  than 
they  were  before  ? 

A.  Not  if  they  had  read  it  before,  and  remembered  it 

Q.  They  have  had  a  chance  to  read  it  in  that  con- 
densed pamphlet  form — your  summing  up  of  results- 
have  they  not  ? 
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A.  YeB,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  fact  that  after  this  was  published  Mr. 
Harris  was  nominated  and  elected  to  the  Senate  in  your 
county? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  tlie  facts  stated 
here,  the  good  people  of  that  county  elected  Mr.  Harris 
to  the  honorable  position  of  a  State  Senator  ? 

A,  Well,  there's  a  good  deal  in  that  question.  I  don't 
want  to  take  the  responsibility  of  saying  on  oath  that  they 
are  all  good  people,  or  that  they  all  read  my  speech,  and 
were  conversant  with  the  facts. 

Q,  But  he  was  elected  ? 

A.  Yes ;  he  was  elected,  and  served ;  and,  1  think,  is  a 
State  Senator  now. 

Q.  And  what  you  have  stated  here  to-day  has  been 
accessible  to  the  people  of  Albany  county,  to  any  one  who 
would  take  t^ie  pains  to  read  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  (By  Mr.  Cole) — What  are  your  politics,  Mr.  Smith, 
as  politics  have  been  brought  into  this  investigation  ? 

Alderman  Cowing — I  object  to  that. 

Alderman  Lewis — The  question  does  not  seem  a  i)er- 
tinent  one. 


Mr.  Cole — Very  well,  it  is  withdrawn. 


Witness — That  relieves  me. 


Mr.  Cole  reported  that  a  subpoena  had  been  served 
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upon  S.  J.  Davenport,  a  needed  witness,  the  proper  mile- 
age paid  to  him,  and  his  promise  obtained  that  ho  would 
appear;  notwithstanding  which  he  had  not  appeared. 

The  Committee  directed  the  counsel  to  have  a  writ  of 
attachment  served  upon  the  recalcitrant  witness.  Writs 
of  attachment  were  also  ordered  to  be  procured  and 
served  upon  other  witnesses  who  had  been  summoned  and 
failed  to  appear. 

Alderman  Cowing  moved  that  when  the  Committee 
adjourn,  it  adjourns  until  Thursday,  November  8,  at  10 
o'clock  A.  M. 

G.  W.  Miller,  of  Albany,  announced  himself  as  the 
counsel  of  Mr.  Hamilton  Harris,  and  requested,  in  the 
interest  of  his  client,  that  the  investigation  into  his  alleged 
improper  acts  should  be,  if  possible,  terminated  before  the 
election  on  November  6th. 

Alderman  Cowing  withdrew  his  motion. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned  until  Saturday,  Novem- 
ber 3, 1877,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 
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NINETEENTH  DAY. 


Satukday,  November  3, 1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"         Cowing,  andl 

"         Slevin. 

Samuel  J.  Davenport,  sworn — 

Q,  (By  U.  L.  Cole,  Esq.,  Assistant  Corporation  Coun- 
sel)— Did  you  enter  into  a  contract  with  the  Capitol  Com- 
missioners during  the  time  that  Mr.  Hamilton  Harris  was 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission,  to  lay  **  scrimshaw  "  in 
the  new  Capitol  ? 

A.  Well,  I'm  not  certain  whether  Mr.  Harris  was  chair- 
man or  not.  I  entered  into  an  arrangement  with  the 
Commissioners. 

Q,  When  was  tl)at  ? 

A.  In  1871. 

Q.  Was  it  a  verbal  or  a  written  contract? 

A,  Written. 

Q.  Who  was  it  signed  by  ? 

A.  I  think  Hamilton  Harris  and  William  A.  Rice. 

Q.  At  what  price  per  yard  did  you  contract  to  lay  the 
"  scrimshaw  ?" 

A.  At  $2.50  a  yard. 

Q,  Was  there  anything  said  between  you  and  anybody 
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concerning  that  contract,  that  you  should  allow  anything 
for  margin  or  commission  on  that  contract  ? 

A.  Nothing  for  commission.  It  was  supposed  that  I 
would  either  subscribe  or  give  something  toward  some 
running  expenses.     I  knew  notliing  of  what  it  would  be. 

Q.  With  whom  was  that  understanding,  that  you  would 
subscribe  or  give  somethina^  toward  nmning  expenses, 
made  ? 

A.  Mr.  John  Bridgeford. 

Q.  Now,  as  nearly  as  possible,  will  you  please  state 
what  your  bargain  with  Mr.  John  Bridgeford  was? 

A,  Well,  it's  so  long  since,  I  can  hardly  state  what  the 
tenor  of  the  convereation  was. 

Q.  Just  as  near  as  your  recollection  will  now  serve  you  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  middle  of  summer  the  question 
was  asked  me  by  Mr.  John  Bridgeford  what  I  could  cover 
the  court-yard  for  to  a  certain  depth,  and  1  told  them  it 
would  be  $2.50  a  yard.  After  that  was  covered  along  some 
time  afterwards,  Mr.  Bridgeford  asked  me,  "  What  can 
you  cover  the  othei'S  for  ? "  and  I  said,  *'  For  $2.50  a  yard 
if  we  are  not  detained  or  delayed  on  the  work ;  and  says 
Mr.  Bridgeford,  says  he,  "  What  will  it  cost."  ^'  Well," 
says  I,  "the  actual  cost  of  the  work  itself  will  be  about 
twelve  shillings  per  yard."  ''  Well,"  Bridgeford  says, 
'*  Why  ?  "  Says  I,  '^  That  is  if  the  stuff  can  be  delivered 
and  the  yard  kept  clear."  And  Mr.  Bridgeford  says,  *'  If 
the  stuflE  is  to  be  delivered  outside  the  building,  we  will 
furnish  you  help  to  haul  it  in  the  building."  The  stuff 
was  delivered;  we  were  delayed  to  some  extent,  but  the 
work  was  pursued  through  the  Fall. 

Q.  That  is  hardly  responsive  to  my  question  ? 

A,  That  is  about  the  conversation. 

Q,  You  said,  as  I  understood  you,  there  was  some  un- 
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dorstanding  between  you  and  Bridgeford  that  you  should 
pay  something  toward  running  expenses.  Now,  what  did 
you  understand  liim  to  mean  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  what — nor  did  I  ask. 

Q.  Did  yon  arrange  with  him  to  do  so? 

A,  I  expected  to  do  so.  I  uudei-stood  that  I  would  be 
called  on,  but  what  shape  it  would  come  in  I  didn't  com- 
prehend. 

Q.  And  you  can  state  no  more  nearly  than  that  how 
you  came  to  arrive  at  that  conchision  that  you  were  to  be 
called  on  ? 

A.  Only  the  conversation  between  us.  There  was  noth- 
ing said  of  how  much  it  would  be. 

Q.  But  he  told  you  that  you  would  be  called  on  % 

A,  lie  supposed  I  would. 

Q,  Did  he  say  who  would  call  on  you  '\ 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Or  what  those  running  expenses  were? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  understand  that  meant  legitimate  expenses 
in  building  the  Capitol  ? 

A,  Well,  I  supposed  some  expenses  for  legitimate  ex- 
penditures, or  entertaining  the  Legislature.  I  couldn't 
say  what. 

Q,  Did  you  consider  money  paid  by  a  contractor  on  the 
building  for  the  purpose  of  entertaining  the  Legislature  a 
legitimate  expense  connected  with  the  building  of  the 
Capitol  ? 

A,  That  I  do  not  know. 

Q,  Did  you  consider  it  so  ? 

A,  I  did  not  stop  to  consider  it. 

Q,  Do  you  consider  it  so,  now  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  whether  it  would  be  or  not. 
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Q.  That's  the  best  answer  you  can  give  to  that — ^yoii 
don't  know  whether  it  would  be  legitimate  or  not  I 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  ever,  in  any  way,  comply  directly  or  in- 
directly with  this  understanding  between  you  and  Bridge- 
ford,  that  you  should  pay  something  toward  the  running 
expenses  ? 

A.  That  I'm  unable  to  say,  the  way  the 

Q.  Answer  my  question,  please.  Did  you  ever,  in  any 
way,  comply,  directly  or  indirectly,  with  this  understand- 
ing between  yon  and  Bridgeford,  tliat  you  should  pay 
something  toward  the  running  expenses? 

A.  I  can't  rightly  say  I — that  is 

Q.  You  mean  that  you  do  not  understand  what  I  mean 
by  the  question  ?  Will  the  stenographer  repeat  the  ques- 
tion ? 

[The  question  was  read  to  the  witness.] 

A.  [After  long  hesitation]-  -Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Now,  wouldn't  you  know,  in  point  of  fact,  whether 
you  had  or  not  ?  Isn't  that  a  matter  within  your  own 
personal  cognizance;  one  that  you  must  know? 

A.  What  we  can  think  and  w^hat  we  know  is  two  dif- 
ferent things.  Along  a  while  afterward  I  met  Mr. 
Bridgeford,  some  time  after  the  work  was  done  and  in 
talking  over  the  matter  I  was  requested  to  buy  some  iron 
stock  of  Mr.  Randall — and  I  done  so. 

Q.  Who  were  you  requested  by  ? 

A.  I  was  requested  by  Mr.  Bridgeford  to  see  Mr.  Ran- 
dall, and  buy  the  stock. 

Q.  And  was  anything  farther  said  than  that,  in  that 
conversation,  why  he  wanted  you  to  buy  the  stock  ? 

A.  The  only  thing  he  said  about  it  was,  "  The  mine  is 
undeveloped ;  it  may  some  time  be  a  good  thing." 
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Q.  And  did  you  buy  the  stock  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q,  How  much  stock  did  you  buy? 

A.  I  don't  know  exactly  ;  some  $8,000  worth. 

Q.  Did  yuu  pay  par  for  it  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  what  it  was  ? 

A.  It  was  Champlain  Shore  and  Corning. 

Q.  Have  you  got  that  stock  now  ? 

A,  I  think  I  have. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  value  of  it  at 
the  time  you  bought  it  from  Mr.  Randall  ? 

A.  I  did  not 

Q.  You  paid  par  for  it,  without  knowing  its  value,  be- 
cause Mr.  Bridgef ord,  or  he  asked  you  to  ?  What  is  the 
value  of  that  stock  now  ? 

A,  Tliat  is  more  than  I  am  able  to  say. 

Q.  You  never  received  anything  out  of  it  in  the  way 
of  dividends  or  anything  of  that  kind? 

A.  I  never  have. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  there  ever  was  any 
market  value  for  that  stock,  or  any  price  attached  to  it? 

A.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not;  I  heard  it  at  the  time  spoken  of 
by  several  as  eventually  it  would  be  a  good  thing. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Was  it  not  said  that  Wm. 
Tweed  had  put  $100,000  into  that  company  ? 

A,  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q,  Do  you  know  who  this  stock  actually  belonged  to  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  Senator  Harris  have  anything  to  do  with  it,  in- 
directly or  directly,  so  far  as  you  know  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  he  solicit  you  to  buy  it? 


627 


A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Had  no  connection  with  it? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  overpay  Harris  any  corainiBsions? 

A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  solicit  any  commissions  from  you  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  have  any  consultation  or  conversation 
with  him  about  commissions  7 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  done  other  work  since  for  the 
Capitol  at  the  same  price. 

Q,  Are  you  aware  at  this  time  that  there  was  an  inves- 
tigation before  a  Committee  of  the  Senate  in  1875,  or 
about  that  time,  in  which  this  whole  matter  of  the 
Capitol  building  was  investigated  ? 

A.  I  know  there  was  an  investigation  going  on. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  Senate  Investigating  Com- 
mittee, after  taking  some  twelve  hundred  pages  of  tes- 
timony, unanimously  reported  in  these  words :  "  And  in 
this  investigation,  as  in  the  investigation  of  the  affairs  of 
these  Commissioners,  we  tind  nothing  involving  the  per- 
sonal integrity  of  the  Commissioners."  Don't  you  know 
the  Committee  so  found  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Did  you  testify  before  that  Com- 
mittee concerning  this  stock  transaction  % 

A,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Cole  requested  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  to 
give  Mr.  Davenport  a  note  to  protect  him  from  the  service 
upon  him  of  a  writ  of  attachment  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Sheriff  of  Albany  County,  inasmuch  as  Mr.  D.  had 
reported  here  and  testified  without  waiting  to  be  com- 
pelled by  the  said  writ. 
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John  L.  Randall,  Bworn  — 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Where  do  you  reside,  Mr.  Randall  t 

A,  At  Alban3\ 

Q,  What  is  your  occupation  ? 

A.  Mining  iron  ores. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  John  Bridgeford  ? 

A.  I  do,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  S.  J.  Davenport  t 

A,  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  selling  Mr.  Davenport  some 
$8,00()  worth  of  iron  stock  at  some  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  $8,600  worth. 

Q,  Wlien  was  tliat  ? 

A,  It  was  on  the — well,  the  sale  was  made  on  the 
23d  of  January,  1872,  but  the  stock  was  not  delivered  at 
that  time. 

Q.  When  was  it  delivered  ? 

A,  The  next  day. 

Q.  What  stock  was  it  ? 

A.  Well,  I  have  a  memorandum  I  made  at  the  time. 
Perhaps  I  had  better  be  allowed  to  tell  the  thing  as  it  oc- 
curred. 

Q.  ^'ou  had  better  answer  my  questions.  I  will  bring 
it  all  out. 

A.  It  was  "  Champlain  Shore  and  Mountain  Co."  stock 
and  '*  Corning  Iron  Ore  Co."  stock. 

Q,  How  much  of  cacli  ? 

A,  Forty -five  shares  of  the  first — Champlain  Shore 
stock — and  forty  of  the  other — Corning  Iron  Ore  Co* 
stock. 

Q.  What  did  he  pay  you  for  it? 

A,  He  paid  me  par;  one  hundred  cents  on  the  dollar. 
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Q.  What  was  the  value  of  the  Ohamplain  stock  at  that 
time? 

A.  There  was  no  market  value  to  it  at  that  time. 

Q.  No  quotations  t 

A,  No  quotations. 

Q.  Now  1  want  you  to  tell  tlie  whole  transaction  ;  how 
yon  came  to  sell  him  that  stmtk  and  all  about  it  ? 

A.  On  the  22d  day  of  January,  1872,  Mr.  Bridgeford 
called  to  my  house  and  said  to  me  that  Mr.  Davenport 
wanted  to  buy  some  stock  and  I  had  better  let  him  have 
it,  and  Mr.  Bridgeford  said  to  me  that  the  money  that 
Davenport  would  pay  me  was  to  go  to  llamilton  Harris^ 
and  I  remarked  to  Mr.  Bridgeford,  "  Well,"  said  I^ 
"  John,  I  wouldn't  do  it ;  I  wouldn't  do  such  dirty  work 
for  any  one."  •*  Well,"  said  he,  "  I've  got  to  do  it,  John,'^ 
meaning  me,  "  or  I've  got  to  get  out."  "  Well,"  says  I, 
"  then  I'd  get  out.*'  That  was  the  substance  of  the  con- 
versation, and  I  agreed  to  let  Davenport  have  it  wlien  he 
called  for  it.  On  the  23d — it  was  the  next  day — Mr. 
Davenport  called  at  my  house  and  said,  "  Have  you  any 
iron  ore  stock  that  you  want  to  sell  ?  "  Said  I, ''  Yes  ; 
how  much  do  you  want?"  "  I  want,"  said  he,  '*  $8,500 
worth.  I  don't  want  to  take  it  to  day,  but  I'll  pay  you  a 
part  of  the  money  now,  and  when  I  pay  you  the  balance 
I'll  take  the  stock.'*  So  he  laid  down  on  my  desk  fifty- 
five  hundred  dollars,  and  I  gave  Mr.  Davenport  a  receipt, 
which  I  have  here  and  which  I  will  read : 

"  Received,  Albany,  January  23,  1872,  of  S.  J.  Daven- 
**  port,  $5,600,  being  a  payment  on  eighty-five  shares  of 
"  iron  ore  stock,  amounting  to  $8,500,  said  stock  to  be 
*'  delivered  to  him,  and  to  consist  of  45  shares  of  Cham- 
^  plain  stock  and  40  shares  of  Coming  ore  stock.  [Signed] 
**  John  L.  Randall." 
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[Exhibiting  receipt.]  That  don't  look  very  fresh,  as  it 
has  been  worn  considerable. 

Mr.  Cole — [exhibiting  the  document  just  read  to  the 
preceding  witness]  — 

Q,  Mr.  Davenport,  as  you  are  still  here,  will  you  please 
state  if  that  is  a  veritable  paper  ? 

A,  [After  examination] — I  should  say  it  was. 

Q.  You  know  about  that,  do  you  not? 

A.  I  recollect  there  was  some  such  paper  passed.  I 
would  not  swear  that  is  the  identical  paper. 

Mr.  CoLK — Mr.  Davenport  says  he  has  a  very  sick  child 
at  home,  and  he  wants  to  get  away.  I  ask  that  the  Com- 
mittee decide  if  he  is  to  be  discharged  now  or  not? 

J^lderman  Cowing — lie  had  better  wait  a  few  minutes 
unlil  his  witness  leaves  the  stand. 

Mr.  CoLK — Very  well — [to  Mr.  Randall] — Go  on,  sir. 

Witness,  resuming : 

When  Mr.  Davenport  paid  me  the  $5,500  I  gave  him 
this  receipt.  On  the  24th  of  January,  the  next  day,  he 
called  on  me  and  gave  me  $3,000  more,  and  I  then  gave 
him  a  receipt  on  the  back  of  this  receipt  for  the  $5,500, 
as  follows : 

"  Received,  Albany,  January  24,  1872,  from  S.  J.  Dav- 
^'  enport,  $3,000,  being  the  balance  of  the  $8,500,  as  men- 
^*  tioned  in  the  within  receipt.     [Signed]     John  L.  Rak- 

*'  DALL." 
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I  gave  him  the  stock  and  made  a  memorandum  of  the 
nombei-s  of  the  certificates  : 

No.  385.  Twenty-five  shares  Champlain  Shore  &  Moun- 
tain Co. 

No.  174.  Twenty  shares  Champlain  Shore  and  Moun- 
tain Co. 

No.  30.  Twenty  shares  Corning  Iron  Ore  Co. 

No.  31.  Twenty  shares  Corning  Iron  Ore  Co. 

After  I  had  drawn  this  receipt  and  delivered  the  stock, 
I  said  to  Mr.  Davenport,  "  Davenport,  inasmuch  as  I  have 
delivered  the  stock  to  you,  this  receipt  is  now  of  no  use 
to  yon  and  I'd  like  to  keep  it  as  a  memorandum,"  and  he 
said  "  Very  well ; "  and  that  is  the  way  it  comes  in  my 
possession. 

Q.  Well,  now,  what  did  you  do  with  the  money  you  got 
for  that  stock  ? 

A.  I  took  the  money  over  to  the  Capitol  grounds,  and  I 
went  in  Bridgeford's  office.  He  was  then  Superintendent, 
and  I  laid  the  package  of  money,  containing  the  $5,500,  on 
bis  table. 

Q.  What  day  was  that  ? 

A,  Well,  I  don't  know.  I'm  not  apt  to  keep  money 
long  by  me,  and  I  think  it  was  within  an  hour  or  two,  per- 
haps, after  I  had  received  it.  I  went  out  of  the  office,  and 
as  I  went  out  Bridgeford  walked  in  and  took  the  money, 
and  I  did  the  same  with  the  other,  the  $3,000. 

Q.  When  did  you  put  the  $3,000  on  Bridgeford's  table  ? 

A.  Well,  I  think  it  was  on  the  same  day  that  I  received 
it.  I  had  no  safe  in  my  house,  and  so  wasn't  in  the  habit 
of  keeping  any  considerable  sum  long  by  me. 

Q.  Whose  iron  ore  stock  was  it  that  you  sold  ? 

A.  It  belonged  to  me,  sir. 
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Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — ^Whereabonta  did  you  say 
you  resided  I 
A.  In  Albany. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  city  of  New  York 
this  time  ? 

A.  Well,  I  was  subpoenaed  to  be  here  Thursday  last. 

Q.  You  have  been  here  since  then  t 

A.  No ;  I  have  been  up  in  Westchester  County,  to  visit 
some  friends. 

Q.  You  are  a  friend  and  intimate  acquaintance  of  Mr. 
Bridgef ord,  are  you  not  ? 

A.  Our  relations  have  been  quite  intimate  for  a  number 
of  years,  say  since  186 — . 

Q.  And  they  are  now  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  they  are. 

Q.  And  you  have  expressed  a  deep  sympathy  for  him,  in 
this  chamber,  on  several  occasions,  have  you  not  ? 

A.  No.  I  don't  think  that  I  have  "  a  deep  sympathy," 
but  I  think  he  has  been  shamefully  abused  in  all  this  mat- 
ter. 

Q.  And  because  he  has  been  abused,  as  you  think,  you 
sympathize  with  him  ? 

A.  Well,  I  do  think  that  he  has,  and  I  have  been  abused 
through  him  ;   I 

Q.  And  because  you  have  been  abused,  it  is  then,  that 
you  have  that  sjTupathy  ? 

A.  Not  at  all.     I 

Q,  Was  Mr.  Tweed  interested  in  this  company! 

A.  lit'  was  in  one  of  them,  at  a  time. 

Q,  At  the  time  these  transactions  took  place? 

A.  No,  sir  ;  not  at  all. 

Q.  And  you  were  very  intimate  with  Mr.  Bridgeford 
when  this  Btock  sale  took  place ! 
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A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  have  said  that  this  stock  was  yours ;  now  how 
were  you  to  ^et  your  pay  for  it  ? 

A.  Mr.  Bridgeford  was  to  return  to  me  the  same 
amount  of  the  same  kind  of  stock. 

Q.  And  this  was  an  accommodation  to  Mr.  Bridgeford  ? 

A.  Well,  of  course  it  was.  It  could  not  be  otherwise 
I  had  no  interest  in  it  farther  than  you  know  of. 

Q,  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  whatever  that 
any  of  this  money  went  to  Mr.  Harris  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  All  you  know  of  it  is  what  Mr.  Bridgeford  told 
you? 

A.  All  I  had  to  do  with  it  was  until  I  put  the  money 
on  his  desk  after  what  I  have  told  you. 

Q,  And  you  have  no  further  personal  knowledge  ? 

A,  Merely  hearsay,  from  Mr.  Bridgeford. 

[At  this  point  the  witness  S.  J.  Davenport  was,  by  order 
of  the  Committee,  formally  discharged.] 

Wm.  A.  Rice  recalled — 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — You  were  sworn  at  the  last  meeting 
were  you  not,  Mr.  Rice  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  a  commissioner  on  the  commission  of 
which  Hamilton  Harris  was  chairman  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  During  the  pendency  of  the  investigation  by  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate,  in  1874,  into  the  man- 
agement  of  the  construction  of  the  new  Capitol,  did  you 
ever  hear  John  Bridgeford  charge  that  he  had  collected 
moneys  from  contractors  and  paid  them  to  any  commiB- 
sioner  as  dividends  or  profits,  or  in  any  shape? 

A .   Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  I  have  heard  him  say  so  frequently. 
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Q.  Now,  what  commissioners  did  he  say,  to  you  as  oom- 
missioner,  that  he  had  paid  dividends  which  he  collected 
from  contractors? 

A,  I  think  he  always  said  he  had  ])aid  Mr.  Harris 
money.  I  rliink  I  will  say  also,  furthermore,  for  myself, 
that  he  paid  me  some  mone3\ 

Q,  Do  yon  know  of  a  conversation  that  took  place 
during  the  pendency  of  that  investigation,  wherein  you^ 
Commissioner  De  Wolf,  and  Mr.  Bridgeford  were  pres- 
ent, in  which  Mr.  Bridgeford  said  that  he  had  paid  you 
and  also  Hamilton  Harris  money — commissions  he  had 
obtained  from  contractors? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  do  you  recollect  what  Mr.  De  Wolf  said  then, 
when  he  was  informed  that  you  and  Mr.  Harris  had  re- 
ceived commissions  from  contractors? 

A,  He  was  indignant,  but  I  don't  remember  his  re- 
marks. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  he  said,  '*  You  ought,  all  of  you^ 
to  be  placed  in  the  State  prison  ?" 

A.  I  don't  recollect  those  words.  He  was  very  indig- 
nant about  it,  I  know,  but  I  don't  remember  his  words. 

Q,  Now,  Mr.  Rice,  did  you  and  Mr.  Hamilton  Harris, 
shortly  after  that  time,  resign  from  the  commission  during 
the  pendency  of  that  investigation  ? 

A,  I  resigned  in  1875. 

Q.  Well,  was  it  during  the  pendency  of  this  investiga- 
tion and  after  this  conversation  in  which  Bridgeford 
charged  you  both  with  receiving  money  illegally  ? 

A.  YeSj  sir.     I  think  it  was. 

Q,  Now,  wa<  it  subsequent  to  this  conversation  in  which, 
in  presence  of  Commissioner  De  Wolf,  he  charged  yoa 
and  Hamilton  Harris  with  these  illegal  practices,  that  you 
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gave  Mr.  John  Bridgeford  the  letter  of  commendatioD 
which  has  been  read  in  evidence  here  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  now,  did  yoa  ever  receive  any  money  from 
John  Bridgeford  as  commissions  or  profits  growing  out  of 
your  position  as  Commissioner  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  considered  they  were  in  the  way  of 
commissions. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  money  at  all  from  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  In  the  early  part  of  the  enterprise  there 
was  money  raised  on  various  occasions.  Citizens  raised 
money  at  many  times.  There  were  various  outgoes  and 
various  expenses  that  were  borne  by  the  citizens.  I  con- 
tributed to  them  at  various  times.  Mr.  Bridgeford,  as 
far  back  as  1870  or  1871  gave  me  some  money ;  said  he 
gave  it  to  me.  I  knew  nothing  of  where  it  came  from. 
I  didn't  know  but  it  was  his  own  money.  I  supposed  he 
was  willing  to  ccmtribute  to  those  expenses. 

Q,  lie  handed  you  money  at  various  times,  while  he 
was  Superintendent  and  you  Commissioner? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  did  not  owe  it  to  you  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  But  said  he  gave  it  to  you  ? 
A.  He  said  he  gave  it  to  me,  sir. 

Q.  When  those  accusations  were  made,  in  this  conver- 
sation when  Mr.  Commissioner  De  Wolf  was  present,  did 
you  deny  that  commissions  had  been  received  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  ''  Commissions" — I  never  called  them  com- 
missions.    I  never  knew  about  a  commission. 

Q.  But  you  knew  you  and  Harris  had  received  money 
out  of  the  Capitol,  in  some  shape  or  other  ? 
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A.  I  did  not  deny  that  Mr.  Bridgeford  had  given  to  me, 
previously,  various  amounts  of  money. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  make  it  plain  to  Mr.  De  Wolf  that 
this  was  a  mere  present  ? 

A.  Mr.  De  Wolf  could  never  have  understood  from 
me  that  I  had  the  remotest  idea  where  the  money  came 
from. 

Q.  Was  fit  subsequent  to  that  Mr.  De  Wolf  was  in- 
dignant ? 

A.  Yes — he  was  indignant. 

Q.  Why  was  he  ?  Why  did  he  express  his  indignation 
if  there  had  been  nothing  wrong  in  these  transactions  I 

A.  Well,  he  saw  the  impropriety  of  a  Commissioner 
accepting  any  money  at  all  from  the  Superintendent. 

Q,  But  you  didn't  see  it  at  all  ? 

A,  No,  sir;  I  did  not  see  it  at  the  time. 

Q,  Now,  having  refreshed  your  memory  on  that  con- 
versation, can't  you  remember  what  Mr.  De  Wolf  said  on 
that  occasion  ?  Didn't  he  say  how  you  should  be  pun- 
ished? 

A,  I  don't — I  can't  recollect  any  particular  expressions. 
I  know  he  pcolded  about  it. 

Q.  And  after  that  you  and  Mr.  Harris  resigned  during 
the  pendency  of  this  investigation  ? 

A,   Yes,  sir. 

(By  Alderman  Cowing) — All  the  testimony  in  this  case 
before  the  Investigating  Committee  had  been  taken  and 
submitted  before  you  resigned,  had  it  not  ? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  the  testimony  taken  at  that  time  include  what 
has  been  stated  to-day,  and  what  you  have  read  has  been 
heard  before  this  Committee  ? 

A.  In  reference  to  myself? 
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Q.  Yes? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  it  include  Mr.  Harris'  testimony,  in  substance 
as  given  here,  with  regard  to  the  payment  and  receipt  of 
money ;  was  that  included  in  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Senate  Investigating  Committee  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  all  his  testimony  was  in  the 
proofs. 

Q,  Well,  in  the  face  of  this  testimony,  did  the  Senate 
Committee  find  there  was  nothing  involving  the  personal 
integrity  of  the  Commissioners  ? 

A.  They  so  reported. 

Q,  Well,  didn't  they  find  that  as  a  fact  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  what  they  said  in  their  report. 

Q,  That  was  part  of  their  report,  wasn't  it  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  was. 

Q,  Was  not  the  reason  that  you  resigned,  you  and  Mr. 
Harris,  because — on  account  of  this  discussion — it  was 
thought  by  the  people  of  Albany  that  the  appropriation 
would  be  jeopardized  by  your  staying  in  the  Commis- 
sion? 

A.  Well,  there  was  some  talk  of  that  kind,  but  I  don't 
know  that  that  was  the  reason  of  my  resigning ;  I  had 
wanted  to  resign  for  years  back. 

Q,  Because  there  was  so  much  talk  and  expression  of 
adverse  opinion '( 

A.  Well,  we  both  wanted  to  resign  long  before  we  did, 
but  we  didn't  like  to  resign  while  the  investigation  was 
going  forward  ? 

Q.  And  you  put  it  off  until  the  investigation  was  com- 
pleted, or  nearly  so  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 
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Q,  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Henry  Smith's  summing  up  argu- 
ment in  that  case? 

A.  No,  sir  ;  T  did  not. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Did  you  hear  Mr.  Hale's 
summing  up  on  that  investigation  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  was  present  when  he  made  his 
argument. 

Q,  He  summed  up  and  answered  Mr.  Smith,  didn't  het 

A,  I  think  Mr.  Hale  made  the  first  speech  ;  Fm  not 
sure. 

Q.  He  was  in  behalf  of  the  Commission,  was  he  not. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  after  they  had  heard  Mr.  Smith's  summing  up 
and  Mr.  Hale's  summing  up,  the  Committee  found  there 
was  nothing  against  the  character  of  the  Commissioners  ? 

A,   Yes,  sir. 

Q,  And  their  inference  was  drawn  from  the  testimony  f 

A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — But  none  of  this  testimony  con- 
cerning the  taking  of  commissions  and  making  profits  out 
of  it  was  before  the  committee  at  all? 

A,  Not  concerning  me  personally. 

Q.  (^By  Alderman  Cowing) — Did  not  Senator  Harris 
testify  concerning  the  use  of  money  for  outside  pur- 
poses ? 

A.  1  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Cole  reported  to  the  Committee  that  he  had 
issued  two  writs  of  attachment  for  Mr.  E.  R.  Seward 
and  Mr.  Learned — of  Learned  &  Dickson,  who  were 
required  as  witnesses,  but  the  server  in  whose  hands  those 
writs  had  been  placed  had  not  yet  reported  on  them.  It 
had  also,  he  said,  been  found  impracticable  to  obtain  the 
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attendance  of  another  witness,  Mr.  Bangs,  for  whom  a 
writ  of  attachment  had  been  obtained,  as  would  be 
explained  by  the  officer. 

Officer  Valles  reported — The  writ  for  Mr.  Bangs  was 
placed  in  my  hands.  I  went  to  Syracuse,  and  thence  to 
Mr.  Bangs'  house  and  place  of  business^  a  little  way  from 
the  city,  but  could  not  find  him.  His  wife  told  me  he 
had  gone  to  Ogdensburgh,  in  relation  to  some  cement  he 
was  to  receive  there. 

William  A.  Rick  [returning  to  the  witness  stand]— Fd 
like  to  make  a  further  explanation. 

Mr.  Cole— Certainly,  sir.  If  the  Committee  have  no 
objection. 

Mr.  Rick  [resuming] — As  there  has  been  nothing  said 
about  the  amount  of  money  paid  to  me,  1  think  it's  as  well 
that  it  should  be  said  how  much  it  was,  so  that  it  shouldn't 
be  supposed  to  run  up  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Actually  then,  Mr.  Rice,  how  much 
did  you  get? 

A.  $1,500  at  the  diflFerent  times. 

Q.  {By  Alderman  Cowing) — That  was  a  portion  of 
the  $8,000  Mr.  Harris  received  for  that  fund,  wasn't  i^. 

A,  I  don't  know  where  it  came  from. 

Q.  Mr.  Harris  swore  that  there  were  about  $8,000 
received  and  s[)cnt  by  yon  and  the  other  commissioners — 
now  wasn't  it  part  of  that  7 

A.  I  don't  know. 
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Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — How  was  it  spent? 

A,  1  can't  say  now — I  was  somewhat  in  politics  at  the 
time,  and  tliere  was  a  good  deal  spent  that  way. 

Q,  Spent  in  politics  ? 

A,  There  was  some  spent  in  trying  to  elect  members 
of  the  Legislature  who  would  be  favorable  to  giving  us 
appropriations. 

Chairman  Lewis  announced  the  Committee  adjourned 
to  November  12,  at  11  o'clock,  a.  m. 


TWENTIETH   DAY. 


MoNDAr,  November  12, 1877. 


Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"  Cowing,^, 

"  Slbvin 


Jijr.  Cole  remarked,  that  Mr.  E.  R  Seward  ^had  been 
served  with  a  subpoena  to  be  present  this  morning  at  11 
o'clock.  Tlie  officer,  it  appeared,  had  served  Mr.  Seward, 
but  that  gentleman  had  gone  to  Albany  and  possibly  had 
been  detained  there,  so  as  to  prevent  him  from  being 
present. 
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Henry  F.  Taintor  was  then  re-called,  and  examined  by 
Mr.  Cole,  as  follows: 

Q.  Mr.  Taintor,  I  liave  been  furnished  by  the  Finance 
Department  with  a  statement  of  the  payments  which  have 
been  made  to  you  for  your  services,  so  far  rendered,  in 
workin<]^  up  the  statistical  evidence  in  the  matter  of  the 
Ring  frauds.  It  appears  that  you  have  received  $73,750.54, 
of  which  sum  $7,410  was  paid  as  salaries  for  your 
assistants,  etc.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  state  to  the 
Committee  what  services  you  rendered  in  the  premises? 

A,  I  assume  that  that  statement  is  correct.  I  saw  some- 
thing similar  to  it  published  in  the  newspaper,  some  time 
since. 

Q.  What  do  you  think  about  its  correctness? 

A.  I  assume  that  it  is  correct.     1  don't  dispute  it. 

Q,  Look  and  examine  it,  if  it  appeara  to  you  to  be  cor- 
rect i 

A,  I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

Q,  State  what  was  the  nature  of  those  services  for 
which  these  payments  were  made  K 

A.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Committee  concerning  this 
matter.  I  am  unprepared  to  answer  these  questions  just 
now.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  purjxise  for  which  these 
questions  are  put  to  me.  I  can  give  the  Committee,  if 
they  desire  it,  a  history  of  the  whole  thing.  There  was 
received  by  me,  for  instance,  $66,00«»,  nearly  $10,000  of 
which  was  paid  for  clerk  hire  and  expenses;  which  left 
me  about  $10,000  or  $11,000  a  year,  on  an  average,  for 
the  six  years  I  was  employed.  If  the  Committee  desire 
me — that  is,  if  the  payments  to  me  are  the  subject  of 
investigation — I  prefer,  before  answering  any  of  these 
questions,  to  prepare  myself  a  little  as  to  the  details,  so  as 
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to  be  able  to  specify  what  labors  have  been  performed^ 
and  what  the  result  of  those  labors  have  been.  I  think 
that  is  but  fair  and  proper. 

Q.  $10,000  or  $11,000  a  year? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  don't  think  it  averaged  more. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — For  every  year,  do  you 
mean  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  it  would  [amount  to  more  than  $10,000 
for  every  year. 

Mr.  Cole — I  think  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  if  Mr» 
Taintor  would  prepare  a  detailed  statement  of  these  mat* 
ters. 

Mr.  Taintor — I  should  prefer  to  do  so ;  but  I  shall  not 
be  able  to  furnish  it  this  month,  as  I  have  to  go  out  of 
the  city.  I  want  to  make  a  general  resume  of  this  whole 
matter,  as  I  have  noticed  some  criticisms  in  the  papers^ 
with  regard  to  it,  of  a  censorious  character  ;  and  I  think 
it  is  only  proper  that  a  full  history  of  it  should  be 
given. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Are  those  charges  which  are  de- 
tailed in  the  schedule  all  the  charges  which  you  have 
against  the  city  for  services  in  the  Ring  suits ! 

A.  They  are  up  to  June — no,  up  to  January  of  this  year 
— with  the  exception  of  one,  two,  three  or  four  suitfi.  I 
have  forgotten  now  ;  that  is  my  memory. 

Q.  Are  there  any  bills  in  addition  to  those  ? 

A.  There  are  no  other  unpaid  bills. 

Q.  Except  some  three  or  four  of  which  you  speak  t 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  are  they? 
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A.  They  are  the  suits  against  OonnoUj,  Walsh,  and 
Tucker,  and  I  don't  think  I  have  ever  put  in  any  charges 
for  my  services  in  the  case  against  Coman.  They  did  not 
amount  to  anything. 

Q.  You  still  have  in  yonr  possession  a  number  of  war* 
rants  and  vouchers  of  the  City  of  New  York  1 

A.  I  have  in  ray  custody  vouchers  and  warrants  in  con- 
nection with  the  Ring  frauds,  which  embrace  $30,000,000, 
and  which  I  have  analyzed. 

Q.  They  are  in  your  possession  1 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  they  are  in  the  safe  belonging  to  the  citj. 
They  are  nominally  in  my  custody. 

Q.  By  order  of  the  Comptroller  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  made  elaborate  analyses  and  tabulations 
of  all  these  Ring  matters? 

A.  I  have,  to  quite  an  extent. 

Q.  Are  they  in  your  custody,  too? 

A,  They  are,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  regard  them  as  having  been  paid  for  by 
these  payments  which  have  been  made  to  you,  or  not  ? 

A,  I  have  regarded  them  as  paid  for,  up  to  the  extent 
that  there  have  been  trials  against  the  city. 

Q.  Whose  property  do  you  think  they  are  ? 

A.  They  are  partly  the  property  of  the  city,  and  partly 
my  property. 

Q.  Do  you  have  exclusive  control  of  them  7 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Suppose  that  the  Comptroller  should  desire  to  do- 
fend  these  suits,  or  others,  would  he  have  access  to  those 
papers? 

A,  Most  certainly  he  would.  They  could  be  examined 
by  him  or  by  the  Finance  Department,  or  any  of  the 
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officers  or  heads  of  the  departmentB  of  the  city  govem- 
raent.  I  have  been  ready  and  willing  to  furnish  any  in- 
formation, at  all  times  where  it  could  be  effective ;  but 
there  is  a  large  number  of  papers,  and  it  is  necessary  to 
preserve  them,  in  the  present  condition  of  some  of  the 
suits  in  which  they  may  be  used. 

Q.  But  they  are  at  all  times  accessible  to  the  officers  of 
the  city  for  their  inspection  ? 

A.   Ves,  sir,  by  permission. 

Q.  And  by  the  Law  and  Finance  Departments? 

A,  Yes,  they  are  under  the  control  of  the  Finance 
Department. 

Q.  And  you  regard  them 

A.  1  have  answered  the  question. 

Q,  What  question  ? 

A,  The  question  you  are  about  to  ask  me. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  what  question  1  was  about  to  ask 
you? 

A,  I  divined  it. 

Mr.  Cole — Well  that  is  curious;  but  it  renders  further 
questioning  on  that  point  supei-fluous.  Do  you  consider 
yourself  now  in  the  employ  of  the  Finance  Department? 

A.  I  am  in  the  employment  of  the  Finance  Department 
of  the  city,  but  I  receive  no  salary.  My  compensation 
is  regulated  according  to  the  services  rendered  in  each 
«uit.  That  is  the  basis  of  my  arrangement  with  the 
Finance   Department. 

Q.  And  that  arrangement  continues  under  the  present 
Finance  Department? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

The  Committee  thereupon  adjourned  until  2  o'clock  on 
Saturday  next,  November  17.  And  subsequently  ad- 
journed until  11  o'clock  on  the  Monday  following,  Novem- 
ber 19,  1877. 
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In  consequence  of  the  Chambers  being  occupied  on 
Monday,  19th  inst.,  by  a  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
Aldermen  to  canvass  the  late  Election  Returns,  the  inves- 
tigation was  further  postponed  until  Wednesday,  the  21st 
inst 


TWENTY-FIRST  DAY. 


Wednesday,  November  21,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis. 

*'  Cowing. 

Andrew  J.  Gabvey,  liaving  been  called    to  the  standi 
testified  as  follows : 

Q,  (J3y  Mr,  Cole) — What  is  your  name  f 

A.  Andrew  J.  Garvey. 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

A.  I  reside  at  Na  7  East  Fortv-seventh  street. 

Q,  What  is  your  business  ? 

A.  I  was  a  plasterer  and  decorator  of  buildings,  and  in 
the  general  building  line  when  I  was  in  business. 

Q,  Are  you  in  business  now  ? 

A.  No ;  I  have  not  been  for  several  years. 

Q.  Did  you  perform  any  services  or  furnish  any  ma- 
terials for  any  of  the  public  buildings  of  the  city  and 
county  of  New  York  from  1867  to  1871  ? 
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A.  I  did  a  ver^  large  qnantitj  of  work  in  those  yeara. 

Q.  Were  yon  ever  a  party  to  an  arrangement  with  any 
of  the  officials  of  the  city  and  connty  of  New  York,  the 
result  of  which  was  that  you  received  moneys  which  you 
did  not  earn  in  your  business  ? 

A,  1  have  not  myself  received  money  which  I  did  not 
earn,  but  there  was  money  received  which  was  not  legit- 
imately earned  in  that  way.  I  cannot  state  the  amount  to 
you. 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  have  the  first  arrangement  of 
this  nature  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  spring  of  1873,  when  I  had  some  con- 
versation with  a  committee  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors. 

[At  this  stage  of  the  proceedings  Messrs.  Woodward 
and  Ingersoli  entered  the  chamber  and  were  sworn  as 
witnesses,  and  told  to  be  in  attendance  to-morrow  morn- 
ing at  11  o'clock.] 

Q,  When  and  with  whom  did  you  make  this  corrupt 
arrangement  ? 

A.  In  the  spring  of  1867  I  received  an  order  from  a 
committee  of  the  Boaid  of  Supervisors  to  finish  the  new 
County  Court-house  and  to  furnish  the  materials  needed  for 
the  work.  Soon  afterward  I  had  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Tweed  on  the  subject,  and  arrangements  were  made  with 
him  that  he  was  to  receive  15  per  cent,  of  what  I  got  on 
my  contract.  Soon  after  that  I  saw  Henry  Smith,  and  he 
said,  ^'  That  is  all  right"  That  15  per  cent  was  for  the 
Supervisors. 

Q.  Uuder  that  arrangement  with  Tweed  what  was 
done  ? 

A.  For  the  next  few  months  there  was  15  per  cent, 
added  to  the  bills,  and  the  work  was  pushed  along  until 
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January,  1868,  when  the  payment  of  the  percentages 
drifted  out  of  ray  hands  into  E.  L.  Woodward's,  who, 
with  Watson,  appeared  to  have  control  of  all  matters  con- 
nected with  bills  against  the  county.  At  that  time  the 
percentages  was  15  per  cent.,  but  they  gradually  raised  it 
from  15  to  40,  45,  55,  and,  Ifnally,  in  1867  or  1870,  it  was 
raised  to  65  per  (lent.  I  continued  to  work  along  all  those 
years — working  witli  a  large  force  of  men  upon  the  armo- 
ries and  drill-rooms  as  well  as  on  the  new  County  Court* 
house  and  the  various  public  buildings  of  the  city  when- 
ever an  order  was  given. 

Q,  In  the  first  instance  you  paid  that  percentage  to 
Tweed  in  person — how  long  did  that  continue? 

A.  Only  ior  a  short  time. 

Q.  And  afterwards  to  whom  ? 

A,  To  Woodward,  with  the  understanding  that  it  should 
be  divided.  Woodward  told  me  that  there  were  five 
people  interested  in  those  percentages. 

Q.  Who  were  they  ? 

A.  Of  my  own  knowledge  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Who  did  he  tell  you  ? 

A.  Connolly,  Sweeney,  Tweed,  Hugh  Smith  and  Hall. 

Q.  What  Sweeney  ? 

A,  I  cannot  tell,  but  I  presumed  at  the  time  that  it  was 
Peter  B. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you  » 

A,  I  could  not  tell  you,  Mr.  Cole,  which  of  the  two  it 
was  meant  for,  if  I  was  crucified.  Ilenry  Smith  also  in- 
timated that  Oakey  Hall  had  something  to  do  with  it 

Q,  Is  that  the  five  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  were  Tweed,  Connolly,  Sweeney,  Smith  and 
Hall? 
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A.  That  18  my  recollection. 

Q,  Did  he  tell  you  how  and  in  what  proportion  the 
percentages  were  paid  to  each  one  of  these  five  ? 

A,  No,  not  at  that  interview ;  but  I  had  subsequent 
conversations  witli  him.  I  think,  in  1870,  the  proportions 
were,  as  he  told  me,  20  per  Cent,  to  Connolly,  5  per  cent, 
to  Watson,  the  same  to  Sweeney,  5  per  cent,  to  himself, 
and  26  to  Tweed. 

Q.  And  that  arrangement  lasted  how  long  ? 

A.  It  lasted  all  through  1870. 

Q.  And  from  1867  through  1870  you  paid  those  com- 
missions to  Woodward  ? 

A.  No,  from  January,  1868,  until  the  summer  of  1870. 

Q.  When  you  paid  to  Woodward  how  did  you  do  it  1 

A,  As  I  told  you,  Watson  and  myself  had  full  control. 
I  usually  accompanied  him  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
He  always  asked  me  for  the  check  of  65  per  cent.  I  have 
all  the  checks  still  in  my  possession.  He  had  all  the 
percentages  made  up.  After  that,  he  went  to  the  Bank 
to  deposit  the  checks.  Woodward  then  left  in  the  morn- 
ing. He  was  frequently  pressed  for  time  to  catch  the 
afternoon  train. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Garvey,  the  total  amount  deposited  by  yoa 
in  the  Broadway  Bank  during  that  time  you  have  sworn 
in  the  affidavit  which  is  before  me  to  be  $1,177,413.72. 
Of  that  amount  there  was  retained  by  you  $397,798.53, 
and  you  have  estimated  the  work  actually  done  by  you 
and  the  materials  furnished  at  $264,660.  Now,  there  is  a 
diflFerence  between  the  amount  which  you  say  you  actually 
retained,  of  $133.138.58 — how  do  you  explain  that  ? 

A.  I  can  explain  that. 

Q.  How  do  you  explain  that  discrepancy  ? 

A.  In  the  spring  of  1870  there  was  a  contest  in  Albany 
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about  the  charter,  and,  as  far  as  I  cau  understand,  at  that 
time  nearly  everybody,  as  Mr.  Tweed  has  testified,  who 
did  any  business  for  the  city,  was  called  upon  to  contrib- 
ute to  this  fund — I,  in  common  with  the  rest.  I  subscribed 
$60,000.  The  work  for  which  we  required  to  be  reim- 
bursed was  actually  done,  and  the  wages  for  the  men 
were  due  and  earned.  There  was  some  work  done  also 
for  Walter  Roach,  and  some  work  for  Tweed,  Connolly, 
and  others  ;  and  the  amount  necessary  to  pay  that  outlay 
would  more  than  offset  the  difference  between  the  amount 
at  which  I  estimated  the  value  of  the  work  done  by  me 
and  the  amount  1  retained.  Woodward  and  IngersoU 
asked  me  the  amount  it  probably  would  require  to  liqui- 
date the  bills  for  the  work  done,  outside  of  the  city  work, 
and  I  made  a  memorandum  of  it  in  accordance  with  the 
figures  I  have  given.  1  received  $397,798.53.  They  told 
me  that  the  bills  must  be  so  arranged  that  25  per  cent, 
would  have  to  be  added,  so  as  to  make  me  entirely  square. 
I  had  two  or  three  interviews  with  James  Watson,  in 
which  I  complained  of  the  increased  charges,  but  he  said 
to  me  that  I.must  do  what  Watson  and  Ingereoll  tol !  me. 
I  spoke  to  Woodward  again,  saying  how  much  b  .:ter  it 
would  be  if  we  could  get  along  smootlier  than  we  had 
done  in  regard  to  those  bills. 

Q.  In  point  of  fact  the  warrants  paid  to  you  '  y  the  city 
amounted  to  $1,177,413.72? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  the  checks. 

Q,  And  you  did  work  for  the  city,  acc<  Jing  to  your 
own  estimate,  amounting  to  $264,660 ;  no'  ,  the  balance  all 
represented  in  one  way  or  another  a  con    ption  fund? 

A.   Unquestionably  it  did. 

Q,  All  of  it  was  paid  out  to  Woodw  rd  to  be  distributed 
to  members  of  the  "  Ring,"  except  $    »4,0U0  ? 
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A.  I  had  no  way  to  get  it  back  again  but  that  That  is 
tme. 

Q.  Did  this  include  the  work  which  you  did  for  indi- 
▼idual  members  of  the  **  Ring  "  ou  ;heir  private  property  ? 

A.  It  included  some  work  done  for  Roach,  Woodward, 
Tweed,  aud  money  advanced  which  had  to  be  got 
back. 

Q.  You  did  some  work  for  Connolly  on  his  residence 
at  the  comer  of  130th  street  and  Fifth  avenue  for  which 
warrants  were  issued  to  the  amount  of  $248,406,  of  which 
you  received  $119,972^? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Tell  us  what  work  you  did  on  Connolly's  house  at 
that  time  on  which  you  charged  $248,406  'i 

A.  It  was  a  large,  handsome,  double  house,  of  40  or 
50  feet  frontage,  with  an  extension  and  a  handsome  coach- 
house in  the  rear.     I  had  to  leave  the  city  before  it  was 

completed. 

Q,  What  was  the  value  of  all  the  work  you  did  on  that 
house  at  the  then  current  prices — what  would  be  the  fair 
yalue  of  the  work  done  on  that  house  ^t  the  then 
prices? 

A.  Between  $50,000  and  $60,000. 

Q.  Then  the  difference  between  $50,000  and  $60,000 
and  $248,406  was  the  amount  of  the  steal  in  that  affair? 

A.  That  was  the  condition  of  the  affair. 

Q.  The  warrants  were  issued  to  you  ? 

A.  I  received  f rom  Ingersoll  $119,772. 

Q.  Now,  the  difference  between  the  real  value  of  the 
work  done  and  the  $119,000  went  into  your  pocket  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  what  do  you  know  in  you  own  mind  that  cc 
nected  Peter  B.  Sweeney  with  those  Ring  frauds? 
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A.  From  occasional  remarks  made  by  people  here  in 
those  days — Watson,  Woodward  and  others — my  impres- 
sion was  that  he  was  concerned  with  those  matters. 

Q.  What  did  y«iu  hear  ? 

A.  I  was  told  that  Peter  B.  Sweeney  was  concerned  in 
them  —  he  wiis  so  reported  among  others. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  conversation  with  any  mem- 
bers of  the  King,  or  their  go-betweens,  whicli  made  you 
come  to  the  conchision  that  Peter  B.  Sweeney  was  the 
man? 

A.  I  remember  once  having  a  conversation  with  Tweed 
on  the  Fifth  avenue — there  was  some  work  that  was  hon- 
estly done  and  had  not  been  ])aid  for.  He  told  me  to  go 
and  see  Sweeney,  and  to  tell  him  to  pay  that  bill  or  to 
sanction  its  j>aynient — to  tell  Sweeney  that  that  bill  should 
be  paid  as  quickly  as  poi^sible. 

Q,  What  did  you  do? 

A.  Connolly,  also,  told  me  the  same  thing  substantially, 
but  I  was  requested  not  to  tell  Sweeney  that  he  sent  me. 
I  went  to  his  house  and  sent  in  niv  card.  Ills  brother 
came  and  saw  me,  when  1  told  him  that  there  was  about 
$30,0(H)  standing  unpaid.  He  said,  "  Go  down  town  to- 
morrow and  I  will  see  that  you  have  an  interview  with 
Peter.-'  James  got  me  the  interview,  when  Peter  B.  told 
me :  ''  Vou  ought  not  to  be  short  of  money,  you  have  re- 
ceived a  great  deal  of  money."  ''  Yes,"  said  I,  "  but  I 
have  had  to  pay  a  great  deal  out."  ''  Well,"  says  he,  '*  I 
will  see  about  it."     Soon  afterwards  the  bill  was  paid. 

Q,  Do  you  think  of  anything  else? 

A.  I  think  there  was  another  bill  of  the  same  character 
in  the  succeeding  spring.  It  was  held  back  and  1  went 
to  Mayor  Hall  about  it.     Mr.  Hall  said  he  would  have  to 
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take  that  bill  to  Albany,  and  ask  Peter  B.  Sweeney  about 
it 

Q.  You  mean  Oakey  Hall  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  there  was  some  hitch  about  that  bill — ^at 
any  rate  after  some  delay  that  also  was  paid.  Hall 
seemed  to  be  dissatisfied  about  something. 

Q,  What  did  you  understand  that  Hall  was  dissatisfied 
about  ? 

A.  That  he  had  not  got  any  percentage  on  it — that 
was  the  remark  as  near  as  I  can  recollect  it. 

Q.  Subsequently  you  say  that  that  bill  was  also  paid? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  told  you  about  that  ? 

A.  James  H.  Ingersoll  told  me. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  direct  intercourse  with  Con- 
nolly ? 

A.  I  did. 

^.  In  reference  to  those  matters  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Please  tell  me  what  passed  between  you  and  Con- 
nolly in  reference  to  them  ? 

A.  At  tlie  time  I  complained  to  Watson  and  Wood- 
ward about  increasing  the  bills,  I  spoke  to  Connolly  one 
day,  and  he  shook  his  head  and  said,  *'  Garrey,  the  Legis- 
lature is  very  expensive — it  has  cost  us  $1,000,000."  He 
said  that,  if  I  knew  of  the  immense  percentages  that 
were  paid  on  those  bills  I  would  be  surprised. 

Q.  What  else? 

A.  Substantially  it  left  me  under  the  impression  that 
they  had  no  other  election  than  to  fix  the  bills  in  that 
way.  I  also  recollect  a  conversation  that  I  had  with 
Connolly  three  days  after  Watson's  death.  Watson's 
ofiice,  in  his  life  time,  and  Connolly's  were  right  adjoining, 
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and  communicated  by  a  door.  After  his  death  they  had 
the  partition  taken  down.  Connolly  called  me  in  and 
asked  me  to  fix  up  the  walls  and  obliterate  all  trace  of 
the  partition,  and  said  :  "  Garvey,  I  have  done  the  best 
day's  work  to-day  I've  done  in  my  life.  I  have  succeeded 
in  getting  hold  of  Watson's  book,  giving  a  list  of  his  pay- 
ments, and  I  have  put  it  out  of  the  way." 

Q,  A  list  of  his  payments  ? 

A,  Yes.  1  retouched  the  walls  and  fixed  them  up  at 
his  request. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Connolly  with 
regard  to  paying  a  warrant  on  one  occasion— did  he  tell 
you  to  go  and  sec  Bill  King  about  it  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Tell  me  what  that  warrant  was  for  ? 

A,  I  remember  the  circumstance  well. 

Q.  Well  ? 

A.  That  warrant  was  to  pay  for  a  variety  of  work 
done  on  various  public  works  throughout  the  city.  There 
was  a  charge  in  reference  to  the  Croton  Aqueduct.  I 
took  the  warrant  to  King  and  out  of  it  I  only  received. 
25  per  cent.  I  met  Mr.  King  that  afternoon,  and  he  told 
me  that  he  had  just  been  over  to  see  Connolly,  and  had 
paid  him.  He  said  that  the  old  fellow  laughed  all  over 
his  face  when  lie  got  the  money.  Those  are  his  very 
words. 

Q.  You  say  that  a  portion  of  the  work  done  and  mate- 
rials furnished  which  you  charged  against  the  city  were 
actually  done  and  furnished  for  members  of  the  ''  Ring" 
on  their  private  houses? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  liave  already  spoken  of  (me  bill  of  $248,000 — 
do  you  remember  any  other  bills  of  that  sort  ? 


558 


A.  It  was  comparatively  trifling. 

Q.  What  did  yon  do  ? 

A,  Some  8uj)eriicial  repairing,  kalsomining,  etc. 

Q.  Who  employed  you  to  do  that  work? 

A,  On  Mrs.  Ilutehings'  house  in  Thirty-eighth  street  I 
did  work  which  Mrs.  Ilutchings  said  that  her  father 
would  pay  for.  I  also  did  work  on  that  occupied  by 
Mrs.  Fithian,  and  about  a  few  hundred  dollars*  worth  on 
the  house  occupied  by  his  son,  J.  Townsend  Connolly. 

Q.  Is  that  all  you  can  think  of? 

A.  I  fitted  np  the  house  in  West  Thirty-eighth  street, 
between  Fifth  and  Sixth  avenues. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  get  your  orders? 

A,  From  Mrs.  Hutchings.  The  house  belonged  to 
Connolly,  but  Mrs.  Hutchings  resided  there.  It  was  done 
by  her  fatlier's  orders. 

Q,  WIio  made  the  bargain  with  you  ? 

A,  I  ro(^eived  my  orders  from  Mrs.  Hutchings. 

Q,  And  you  charged  the  city  for  the  work  ? 

A.  No  ;  I  made  out  the  bill  to  R.  B.  Connolly  when  the 
work  was  done,  and  James  Watson  gave  me  a  check  for  the 
amount  on  the  Central  Bank  with  a  request  that  I  would 
get  it  cashed  and  bring  back  the  money  to  him  for  Con- 
nolly. I  did  so  and  put  the  money  in  an  envelope  and 
gave  it  to  Woodward  with  the  bill  receipted. 

Q,  That  was  tiie  only  payment  you  ever  got  for  that 
work? 

A.  There  was  no  other  way  to  get  my  bills  through. 

Q.  Who  else,  Mr.  Garvey,  did  you  do  work  for  under 
those  conditions? 

A,  If  I  don't  answer  what  will  you  do  with  me?  Well, 
I  did  some  work  for  John  Fox. 

Q,  Tell  us  all  about  it  ? 
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A.  1  did  some  work  for  him  in  Long  Island  which 
amounted  to  some  hundreds  of  dollars. 

Q.  IIow  many? 

A  Not  more  than  $1,000.  I  did  some  work,  al«o,  on 
his  house  in  Morris  street,  and  one  or  two  other  little 
things. 

Q,  In  the  aggregate,  wliat  did  it  all  amount  to  ? 
A.  1  do  not  exactly  know — it  will  be  a  little  over  $3,000 
and  under  $4,000,  perliaps. 

Q.  Was  that  also  absorbed  by  your  bills  ? 
A.  I  got  square  abjut  it,  out  of  the  profits  of  my  bus- 
iness, after  some  little  time. 

Q.  Who  else  did  you  do  work  for  under  these  condi- 
tions— I  want  to  know  the  name  of  every  man  ? 

A.  1  don't  recollect  now  very  well,  I  would  liave  thought 
over  tlie  matter  if  I  had  known  that  I  was  to  be  questioned 
on  these  points.  If  you  suggest  the  names  yourself,  it 
might  help  me. 

Q,  I  don't  know  anything  in  the  world  about  it — I  am 
trying  to  get  my  information  from  you — I  want  you  to 
tell  me  the  names  of  every  man  you  did  work  for  which 
you  charged  the  city  ? 

A.  I  have  given  you  them  all  pretty  nearly — Hugh 
Smith,  George  Barnard,  Woodward,  lloach,  Tweed, 
Connolly  and  family,  John  Fox,  and  some  other  little 
things.  I  don't  think  there  waa  anything  of  great  conse- 
quence except  those. 

Q.  Tell  me  the  things  that  were  of  little  consequence  ? 
A.  I  caimot  think  of  anything  just  now. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  you  have  enumerated  the  names 
of  all  you  dill  work  for  under  those  conditions? 

A.  I  did  a  little  job  for  Andrew  Blakely — it  was  a 
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Bmall  job,  and  I  believe  that  he  would  have  paid  for  it 
if  I  had  asked  hiiu. 

Q.  Where  was  it? 

A,  It  was  a  little  job  on  the  Boulevard.  I  never  took 
any  acconnt  of  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  job  ? 

A,  It  was  to  ran  cornices  in  a  few  rooms. 

Q.  Uow  much  did  it  amount  to? 

A,  Not  more  than  three  hundred  dollars  at  the  outside. 

Q,  Did  he  employ  you  to  do  that  work  ? 

A,  I  don't  think  he  did;  never  kept  any  account  of  it. 

Q,  Did  you  get  square  on  this  also  ? 

A,  I  think  that  job  was  dt)ne  gratuitously.  Blakelj 
did  not  ask  me  to  do  the  work  ;  it  was  more  a  matter  of 
friendship  than  anything  else. 

Q,  Was  it  understood  when  you  did  the  work  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  friendship? 

A,  I  think  he  thought  so.  I  think  he  would  have  paid 
for  it  in  a  moment  if  I  had  asked  him. 

Q,  What  else  do  you  know  ? 

A,  I  do  not  think  of  anything  else. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  have  stated  all  1 

A.  I  think  I  have  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Q,  If  you  can  think  of  any  one  else  in  addition  to 
those  you  have  named  I  shall  ask  you  at  a  subsequent 
stage  to  state  it  ? 

A,  I  shall  do  so  with  pleasure,  but  I  can't  think  of  any 
other  name  just  now. 

Q,  Were  there  any  other  members  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  at  that  time,  that  you  did  any  work  fort 

A.  No ;  I  don't  think  that  there  was. 

Q.  What  real  estate  did  you  have  in  1871,  Mr.  Gar vey? 

A.  I  had  some  lots  in  Thirteenth  street,  a  small  house,. 
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I  think,  and  a  stable,  and  the  house  I  live  in  ;  some  lotB 
in  Madison  avenue,  and  a  house  in  Fiftieth  street,  and 
some  lots  on  the  Boulevard  which  have  become  almost 
valueless  in  consequence  of  the  depreciation  of  property. 

Q.  Does  all  that  property  stand  in  your  name? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  dispose  of  it? 

A.  About  the  time  of  the  Ring  exposures  I  was  advised 
to  go  away  by  lioach,  Smith  and  others,  and  I  transferred 
it  to  my  brother.  He  transferred  it  to  my  wife  after- 
wards. 

Q.  You  say  about  the  time  that  the  King  frauds  were 
brought  prominently  before  the  public,  you  were  advised 
to  go  away  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q»  How  long  did  you  stay  away? 

A,  Only  a  few  weeks. 

Q.  State  under  what  conditions  you  returned. 

A.  I  came  back  quietly.  Some  of  my  friends  had  an 
interview  with  Mr.  Charles  O'Conor,  during  my  absence, 
and  made  an  arrangement  with  him,  in  pui*suance  of  which 
I  returned  and  saw  him.  He  said  that  if  I  would  come 
forward  and  state  all  things  honestly  and  truthfully,  of 
which  they  were  to  be  the  judges,  no  harm  would  coma 
to  me  in  any  shape  or  form. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  to  mean  that  the  amount 
you  had  overcharged  would  not  be  required  of  you — did 
you  understand  that  the  arrangement  with  him  covered 
that? 

A,  I  presumed  that  it  covered  everything. 

Q.  Did  that  arrangement  with  the  city  lawyers,  or  city 
counsel,  or  those  who  represented  the  city — did  you  un- 
derstand that  it  gave  you  an  immunity  in  that  matter  ? 
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A.  I  presume  that  it  was  to  cover  me  against  all  pro- 
<5eedings — to  protect  me.  I  had  no  explanation  on  that 
point     I  never  got  anything  but  what  I  earned. 

Q.  Both  financial  and  criminal  proceedings  ? 

A.  Yes,  that  was  the  condition. 

Q.  That  was  a  verbal  arrangement  ? 

A.  Yes ;  that  was  enough.  I  would  as  soon  have  Mr. 
O'Conor's  word  as  his  bond. 

Q.  Undoubtedly,  so  had  I.     Well,  Iwant  you  to  give 
your  nndei-standing  about  the  matter? 
A.   Yes,  that  is  my  understanding. 

Q.  When  were  you  subpoenaed  to  testify  before  this 
Conjmittee  'i 

A.  1  think  it  was  in  the  latter  part  of  last  week. 

Q.  Have  you  convei-sed  with  any  body  in  regard  to  the 
testimony  you  were  to  give  to-day  ? 

A.  Nothing  but  just  this — yesterday  Wheeler  H.  Peck- 
ham 

Q,  I  don't  mean  with  counsel  ? 

A.  No,  not  with  a  living  soul.  Mr.  Peckhain  wrote 
me  a  letter  on  the  subject.  He  told  me  to  come  forward 
like  a  man,  and  tell  all  I  knew.  I  had  no  conveiisation 
■with  any  body  else  in  the  world.  1  might  have  spoken 
to  my  wife,  but  to  no  other  living  being. 

Q.  (By  Alderman   Cowing)  — How  much  money  have 
yon  been  instrumental  in  drawing  from  the  city? 
A.  The  amount  is,  I  think,  $1,177,000. 

Q,  You  have  drawn  from  the  city  in  the  aggregate 
$1,177,000— was  that  all  ? 

A.  No,  there  were  other  warrants  to  meet  bills  in  naj 
name. 

Q.  I  want  to  get  at  the  aggregate  amount  that  you  have 
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drawn  from  the  time  that  you  commenced  doing  bnsinetB 
for  the  city — in  which  there  was  any  fraud  t 

A,  That  would  be  impossible. 

Q,  Can't  you  approximate  it  ? 

A.  I  cannot  do  so. 

Q.  Was  it  $5,000,000 ! 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Was  it  $3,000,000  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  $2,000,000. 

A.  Perhaps  it  might  have  been  $2,000,000. 

Q,  IIow  much  were  you  instrumental  in  drawing  from 
the  city  that  was  fraudulent  ? 

A.  It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  tell  you. 

Q,  How  much  would  you  think.  There  was  one  item 
of  $800,000  in  the  Board  of  Audit  that  was  paid  out  in 
percentages? 

A,  Yos,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  drew  out  one  and  a  half  millions 
of  dollars? 

A.  It  amounted  to  some  hundreds  of  thousands. 

Q.  Did  it  amount  to  one  and  a  half  millions? 

A.  I  should  think  it  did,  in  the  sum  total ;  but  during 
all  those  years  tiiere  was  a  great  deal  of  work  done,  much 
more  than  people  have  any  idea  of.  I  could  not  state  how 
much  of  it  was  actually  paid  to  me  and  how  much  went 
to  members  of  the  King.  I  was  used  to  pull  the  chestnuts 
out  of  the  fire? 

Q.  How  many  chestnuts,  expressed  in  dollars  and  cents, 
did  you  draw  out? 

A.  About  a  million  and  a  half. 

Q,  Did  you  do  any  work  for  individuals  not  connected 
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with  the  City  Government  from  whom  jou  received  yonr 
pay  through  the  city  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  did.  If  I  did,  I  would  tell  the 
Committee. 

(By  Mr.  Cole) — I  would  be  glad  if  you  will  refresh 
your  memory  as  to  any  persons,  official  or  otherwise,  for 
whom  you  did  work  for  which  the  city  ultimately 
paid  ? 

A,  I  can't  tell  you  now.  I  don't  recollect  of  any  body. 
I  think  1  have  a  fair  memory  and  I  can't  think  of  any 
body.  Alderman  Cowing  has  already  asked  me  about 
those  bills.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  work  done  for  the 
city.  Mr.  Tweed  has  frequently  told  me  to  try  to  have 
the  work  well  done.  He  was  the  only  person  who  ever 
took  any  interest  in  the  matter. 

Q.  Besides  those  dividends  or  commissions,  or  whatever 
you  call  them,  that  you  paid  to  members  of  the  "Ring'* 
and  others,  did  you  make  any  presents  to  officials  or 
othere,  to  control  patronage  during  those  years? 

A,  I  subscribed  for  presents  to  various  officials,  but  it 
was  voluntary.  We  had  the  patronage  already;  but  it 
was  the  fashion  to  make  presents  at  that  time,  and  I  did  sa 
with  the  others. 

Q,  To  control  patronage  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  the  fashion  to  do  so.  Everybody  was 
doing  it  So  I  made  presents  with  the  others;  bat 
whether  1  did  or  not,  it  made  no  difference  as  to  the  pat- 
ronage, I  think. 

Q,  To  whom  were  they  given  V 

A,  There  were  subscriptions  got  up  for  silver  sets  to 
various  persons ;  besides  which,  we  had  to  pay  into  the 
fund  to  be  used  at  Albany  to  influence  legislation. 
Ingersoll  subscribed  $50,000  ;  Keyser  and  Miller  $25,000 
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each ;  and,  as  Mr.  Tweed  says,  everybody  that  did  busi- 
ness down  there  had  to  subscribe,  and  they  got  it  back 
in  the  same  way  that  I  got  mine  back. 

Q.  That  was  to  control  the  passage  by  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Tax  Levy  and  the  Charter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  Connolly  told  you  that  the  grand  total 
amounted  to  $1,000,000? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  what  he  told  me.  I  was  told  to 
got  a  messenger  to  carry  $100,000  up  there,  and,  as 
Tweed  has  testified,  T  give  it  to  my  brother  to  do  so. 

The  investigation  was  then  adjourned  until  11  o'clock 
the  next  day,  the  22d  inst. 


TWENTY-SECOND  DAY. 


Thursday,  November  22,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis. 

'*  Cowing. 

"  Slevin. 

Mr.   Lewis,  the  Chairman,  called   the   Committee   to 
order,  when  the  following  testimony  was  given  : 

Jaicbs  H.  L^oersoll  was  then  called  to  the  stand,  and  in- 
teri-ogated,  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  Cole  : 

Q.  State  yoar  foil  mune,  age,  and  residence  ? 
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A,  JameB  H.  Ingersoll,  21  years  of  age,  residence  at 
No.  21  East  Seventy-third  street. 
Q.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 
A.  Nothing  at  present. 

Q.  What  was  your  occupation  in  the  year  1867  ? 
A,  I  was  dealing  in  furniture  and  chairs,  etc. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  begin  to  furnish  furniture  and 
other  merchandise  to  the  city  and  county  of  New  York? 
A.  In  1867. 

Q,  You  were  a  member  of  what  firm  in  1867? 
A.  Ingersoll,  Watson  ife  Co. 

Q.  Subsequently,  in  the  year  1867,  you  withdrew  from 
that  firm  and  formed  another  copartnership  ? 

A,  Ingersoll  &  Co. 

Q.  State  under  what  circumstances  you  withdrew  from 
the  firm  oflngersoll,  Watson  &  Co.,  and  entered  into  busi- 
ness on  your  own  account  ? 

A.  The  old  firm  did  not  wish  to  do  any  business  with 
the  city  and  county  on  the  terms  proposed,  and  I  thought 
it  was  a  good  opportunity  and  I  entered  into  the  arrange- 
ment myself. 

Q,  Did  the  old  firm  object  to  do  work  for  the  city  ? 

A.  No ;  but  there  was  a  certain  percentage  required^ 
and  they  objected  to  do  business  in  that  way.  So  I  made 
the  arrangement  to  do  it  myself. 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  make  this  arrangement ;  what 
was  the  arrangement,  and  under  wliat  circumstance  was  it 
made? 

A.  The  first  arrangement  was  made  in  1867  by  which 
I  was  to  pay  35  per  cent,  on  all  bills  that  I  presented. 

Q,  With  whom  was  that  arrangement  made  'i 
A.  With  William  M.  Tweed  and  Woodward. 
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Q,  Did  William  M.  Tweed  or  Woodward  approach  you 
with  that  proposition,  or  did  you  propose  it  to  them — how 
was  that? 

A.  I  offered  to  make  the  arrangement  with  him.  You 
mi^bt  say  that  I  approached  Tweed. 

Q.  Tell  lis  how  it  was  ? 

A.  I  told  him  that  I  would  like  to  do  the  work,  and  that 
the  old  concern  did  not  wish  to  do  it ;  and  the  whole  mat- 
ter resulted  in  my  getting  the  work  after  my  agreeing  to 
pay  35  per  cent,  on  the  bills ;  but  I  was  sent  by  him  to 
Woodward. 

Q.  You  told  him  that  your  firm  was  not  prepared  to  do 
business  in  that  way  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  started  the  new  business  under  the  name  of  In- 
gersoll  &  Co.  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  there  was  no  company. 

Q.  Wliat  was  the  reason  of  your  taking  the  name  of  In- 
gersoll  ifc  Co.? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  exactly,  now. 

Q.  Was  it  not  part  of  the  arrangement  that  the  new 
firm  should  take  the  same  name  because  it  sounded  so 
much  like  Ingersol),  Watson  &  Co.,  that  you  hoped  the 
difference  in  the  name  would  not  be  noted? 

A,  One  reason  was,  that  there  were  various  clerks  em- 
ployed, and  I  did  not  want  them  to  know  about  it. 

Q.  Did  the  old  firm  pay  any  percentages  at  all  ? 
A.  N(»,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  give  any  thing  to  the  cit;    officials   for 
getting  contracts. 
A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  So  that  the  beginning  of  your  g'ving  commissions 
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or  percentages  was  in  consequence  of  the  arrangements 
made  between  you  and  Tweed  and  Woodward  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  manufacture  the  goods  ? 

A.  No,  I  had  them  manufactured. 

Q.  And  you  added  enough  to  the  real  bill  to  pay  the 
percentages  required  by  the  members  of  the  city  govern- 
ment that  comprised  the  Ring  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  long  did  that  arrangement  to  add  the  35  per 
cent,  continue  ? 

A.  I  cannot  give  the  dates,  but  I  know  it  continued  for 
some  time. 

Q,  It  began  about  January,  1868— did  it  not  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  the  first  payments  came  in  then. 

Q,  And  it  went  on  through  the  years  1868,  1869,  1870, 
and  on  down  to  the  latter  part  of  July,  1871 ,  according  to 
this  schedule  that  you  have  certified  as  correct? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  presume  that  is  so. 

Q,  How  long  did  the  35  per  cent,  continue  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  from  memory. 

Q.  Look  at  that  schedule  and  see  how  long  that  35  per 
cent,  lasted  ? 

A.  (After  looking  at  the  paper).  Say  the  15th  of 
September,  1868. 

Q.  And  then  was  there  another  arrangement? 

A.  There  was ;  but  tlio  35  per  cent,  lasted  longer  on 
what  were  called  the  regular  appiopriations,  but  in  Sep- 
tember, 1868,  there  were  claims  paid  which  were  put  in 
under  the  head  of  "adjusted  claims."  The  discount  on 
these  was  55  per  cent. 

Q.  With  whom  was  that  new  arrangement  made? 

A.  I  think  it  was  made  with  Watson. 
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Q.  Whom  did  Watson  represent  ? 

A.  lie  represented  Connolly  and  himself. 

Q,  How  long  did  that  65  per  cent,  last  ? 
A.  That  was  paid  on  all  that  class  of  claims. 

Q,  Down  to  the  end  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir 

Q,  Have  you  any  idea  what  you  actually  did,  in  good 
faith,  furnish  to  the  city  and  county  government  during 
those  yeai-s — I  mean  the  amount  of  work  and  material  in 
dollars  and  cents,  and  at  market  rates  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Give  us  your  best  judgment  on  that  point? 
A.  I  think  1  paid  out  a  million  dollars  for  goods. 

^.  Which  were  delivered  to  the  city  and  county  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Exclusive  of  what  you  charged  to  individuals  I 
A.   I  did  not  do  much  in  that  kind  of  business. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  you  actually  furnished  to  the  city 
and  county  authorities  goods  of  the  proper  value  of  a  mil- 
lion dollars? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  During  all  those  years  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  I  have  no  doubt,  but  I  could  get  bills  of 
goods  that  I  have  paid  for  to  that  amount. 

Q.  When  you  purchased  goods,  did  you  purchase  them 
to  the  best  advantage  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  and  bought  them  where  I  could  buy  them 
best  and  cheapest. 

Q.  Uow  much  money  did  you  receive  in  the  city  <  One 
schedule  shows  the  amount  of  the  bills  to  be  $3,549.329.18 ; 
but  that  does  not,  by  any  means,  include  all.  Certain 
payments  were  made  to  you  under  certain  fictitious  names. 
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besides  those  which  were  made  under  your  own  name, 
were  there  not  ? 

A .  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  names  were  they  ? 

A.  They  were  vouchers  under  the  names  of  A.  Gregg 
&  Co. ;  C.  D.  Boiler  &  Co. ;  A.  G.  Miller  ;  Halsey  &  Co. 
I  think  that  is  all. 

Q,  Wherever  those  names  occur  in  the  schedules,  and 
payments  are  charged  against  them,  they  really  meant 
you? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Take  those  schedules  and  foot  up  all  the  amounts 
that  have  been  paid  to  you,  and  to  the  fictitious  names 
who  represented  you — and  give  me  the  sum  total  ? 

A.  That  will  take  some  time  to  do.  Mr.  Taintor  has 
had  that  already  tignred  up. 

Q,  Witli  whom  did  yon  make  the  second  arrangement 
for  the  lifty-iive  per  cent  ? 

A.  That  was  made  with  Mr.  Watson,  I  think. 

Q,  And  he  represented  himself  and  Connolly  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  else  of  the  city  officials  or  members  of  what 
we  call  "The  Ring,"  did  you  have  any  communication 
with,  with  regard  to  those  matters— any  direct  communi- 
cation ?     Do  yon  connect  Connolly  with  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  and  you  might  add  Woodward. 

Q,  Tell  me  all  you  know  about  that  ? 

A.  I  had  no  direct  communication  with  Connolly  until 
1871,  after  Mr.  Watson's  death.  I  then  had  transactions 
with  him  mvself. 

Q,  Tell  us  all  about  your  connection  witli  Connolly — 
in  the  first  place  what  part  of  the  percentages  did  he 
receive? 
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A.  I  think  I  paid  to  him  10  per  cent. — the  20  per  cent, 
shown  that  ho  received,  I  never  paid  him.  That  was 
before  Watson's  death.  Tiie  bills  I  paid  myself  were 
10  per  cent. 

Q.  And  yon  were  in  the  habit  of  paying  him  ten  per 
cent,  on  the  warrants  yourself? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  was  during  what  part  of  the  time  ? 

A,  During  the  year  1871. 

Q,  Prior  to  that  how  did  he  get  his  percentage  ? 

A.  Through  Watson. 

Q,  Among  whom  were  these  percentages  divided  ? 

A»  At  first  it  was  between  Tweed  and  Connolly  ;  bnt 
afterwards  it  was  Tweed,  Connolly,  Woodward,  and 
Watson — when  it  came  to  the  Board  of  Audit  in  1870. 

Q.  That  was  the  arrangement  under  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  of  which  you  have  been  speaking  ? 

A,   Yes,  sir. 

Q,  When  it  came  to  the  Board  of  Audit  how  was  it  ? 

A.  There  was  an  extra  10  per  cent,  paid  to  Watson, 
which  went  to  Sweenev. 

Q,  Which  Sweeney  ? 

A,  It  was  paid  to  James  M.  Sweeney. 

Q,  Always  ? 

A,  I  once  took  a  package  in  the  Chamberlain's  Office, 
and  Peter  B.  Sweeney  was  sitting  at  a  table  writing.  I 
laid  the  package  down,  and  told  him  that  that  was  from 
Watson,  and  went  off. 

Q.  Was  that  his  dividend  ? 

A.  That  was  10  per  cent,  on  some  warrants. 

Q,  Was  there  a  memorandum  in  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  there  was  always  a  memorandum  put  in 
the  envelope  with  the  money. 
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Q,  What  was  the  nature  of  the  memorandum ! 

A.  It  was  a  statement  of  the  amounts  of  the  warrants, 
and  who  they  were  drawn  to.  The  money  was  counted 
out,  put  into  an  envelope,  and  a  memorandum  with  it. 

Q,  That  was  ore  time  you  saw  Peter  B.  Sweeney — do 
you  recollect  any  other  time  when  you  went  into  that 
office? 

A.  That  was  the  only  time. 

Q,  (By  Alder  .nan  Cowing) — Did  you  tell  him  that  that 
was  for  Peter  B.  Sweeney  ? 
A,  I  left  it  on  the  table. 

Q,  Did  you  tell  him  that  Watson  had  sent  it  to  him  f 
A.  No  ;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Q,  You  did  not  tell  him  that  it  was  for  James  M. 
Sweeney  ? 

A.  No;  I  went  in  there  as  an  accommodation  to  Wat- 
son. 

Q.  And  you  handed  the  package  to  him  ? 

A,  No ;  I  took  it  to  the  Chamberlain's  office  and  laid 
it  on  the  table.  I  walked  in  and  said  that  Watson  had 
sent  me  in  with  that. 

Q.  What  did  Sweeney  say  ? 

A,  1  do  not  think  he  said  anything. 

Q.  Did  he  take  it  up  ? 

A.  I  cannot  remember  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  any  question  as  to  who  it  was  for  f 

A.  No  ;  he  did  nut  say  anything  that  1  could  remem- 
ber. 

Q.  Was  there  any  memorandum  on  the  package  to  in- 
dicate that  it  was  for  him  ? 

A,  No ;  when  these  packages  were  made  up  there  was 
the  letter  "  S  "  WTitten  on  them. 
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Q.  Was  there  anything  on  the  package  to  indicate  that 
it  was  for  anybody  else  ? 

A.  No ;  what  was  in  the  package — if  the  proper  party 
got  it — ^he  would  understand  all  about  it. 

Q.  Would  anybody  else  understand  it  ? 

A.  No,  I  think  not ;  but  I  remember  the  next  day 
after  delivering  the  package  Watson  asked  me  to  whom 
I  gave  it,  and  aaid,  "  You  will  get  us  all  into  trouble  ;  you 
should  not  have  given  the  money  to  the  Squire  (which  was 
the  name  we  gave  Peter  B.  Sweeney),  you  should  have 
l^iven  it  to  James  M.  Sweeney."  I  replied  that,  **  I  thought 
it  was  the  same  thing ;"  but  Watson  retorted,  "  You  have 
no  business  to  think." 

Q.  Did  Peter  B.  Sweeney  make  any  remark  at  all  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  he  did  make  any  remark ;  he  might 
have  said  "  all  right,"  or  something  like  that. 

Q.  State,  as  near  as  you  can,  what  you  told  him — give 
us  your  best  recollection  of  what  you  said  ? 

-4.  I  can  tell  you  nothing  more  than  I  have  already — 
that  Watson  had  sent  me  with  this,  or  that  this  was  from 
Watson. 

Q.   And  you  handed  it  to  him  ? 

A,  No,  I  think  he  was  writing,  and  I  laid  it  down  on 
the  table. 

Q.  And  went  away  ? 

A.  Of  course,  I  went  away — went  back  to  the  Comp- 
troller's office. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hand  any  money  at  any  other  time  to 
Peter  B.  Sweeney  when  James  M.  Sweeney  was  present? 

A,  No,  I  don't  remember,  but  I  have  been  with  Watson 
when  he  has  handed  money  to  James  M.  Sweeney,  when 
P.  B.  Sweeney  was  at  the  d(X)r. 

Q.  Don't  you   think  you  are  entirely  familar  with  all 
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that  went  on  in  regard  to  the  division  of  those  fraudulent 
dividends? 

A,  I  think  I  am. 

Q.  Who  do  you  think  got  the  money — Peter  B.  Sweeney 
or  James  M.  >weenev? 

A.  From  what  I  heard  from  members  of  the  Ring,  at 
the  time,  my  impression  is  that  Peter  B.  got  it 

Q,  Did  you  have  any  doubt  in  your  mind  as  to  who 
got  the  biggest  part  of  it  ? 

A.  My  impression  is  that  he  did,  but  I  don't  want  (jp 
testify  to  any  thing  I  don't  know.  Watson  never  men- 
tioned Sweeney's  name;  he  always  spoke  of  the  Chamber- 
lain's office,  in  connection  with  the  dividends. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  the  Chamberlain's  office 
meant  Peter  B.  Sweeney  ? 

A,  Of  course. 

Mr.  Cole  here  read  an  extract  from  an  affidavit  made 
by  Ingersoll  some  years  since,  in  which  he  says  that  "  on 
at  least  two  occasions  "  he  paid  money  personally  to  Peter 
B.  Sweeney,  and  asked  witness : 

Q.  Is  that  true  ? 

A,  There  were  two  occasions  in  which 

Q,  Answer  my  question.  I  have  just  read  you  an 
an  extract  from  your  affidavit — is  that  true  ? 

A,  It  was  true  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief 
at  the  time  when  I  made  that  affidavit — that  I  had  given 
this  money  to  Peter  B.  Sweeney ;  I  believed  that  to  be 
the  fact,  but  I  have  since  learned  that  that  could  not  be, 
as  he  had  gone  to  Europe ;  and  that  was  in  the  summer 
of  1870.  Therefore,  I  could  not  have  made  that  payment 
to  him  then.  The  first  time,  I  am  inclined  to  think,  was 
in  the  early  part  of  June,  or  in  the  early  part  of  May. 
That  I  distinctly  remember;  but  the  second  time  it  could 
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not  have  beeif  as  I  stated  in  my  afUdavit,  for  he  had  gone 
awav. 

Q.  What  do  yon  mean  by  sajang,  "at  least  on  two 
occasions  ? " 

.     A.  That  is  all  that  I  could  swear  to.     That  was  the  best 
of  my  knowledge  and  belief  at  the  time. 

Q.  With  the  exception  of  that  correction  you  have 
nothin<y  else  to  correct  in  that  affidavit  ? 

A,  No,  sir.  I  supposed  when  I  made  the  affidavit  that 
the  fact  was  as  I  have  stated ;  but  when  I  found  that  he 
was  not  in  the  countrv  I  knew  that  1  must  be  in  error. 

Q,  Have  you  any  dtmbt  of  this  part  of  the  affidavit 
(reading) — "  Sometimes  the  share  of  Peter  B.  Sweeney 
was  carried  into  the  office  by  Watson — I  going  in  with 
him  and  seeing  it  done  ?  " 

A,  That  is  true. 

Q.  You  have  no  doubt  that  Peter  B.  Sweeney  got  the 
money  ? 

A.  That  is  my  impression. 

Q,  That  was  your  understanding  at  the  time  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  have  a  talk  with  Watson,  or  did  Watson 
ever  talk  to  you  that  the  money  was  for  Peter  B.  Sweeney  ? 

A.  Watson,  in  talking  about  the  matter,  always  used  to 
say,  speaking  of  Sweeney,  ''  The  Chamberlain's  Office." 
That  was  the  common  mode  of  expression. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  that  meant  Peter  B. 
Sweeney  ? 

A.  Of  course. 

Q,  Have  you  conversed  with  anybody  as  to  what  testi- 
mony you  would  give  on  this  examination  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  it  over  with  Woodward  ? 
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A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Or  with  Sweeney  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  him  to  speak  to  him. 

Q,  Have  yon  conversed  with  anybody  I 

A,  I  may  have  talked  in  a  general  way  with  Garv6y  or 
Woodward,  but  not  about  what  I  was  going  to  swear  to 
here. 

Q,  Was  there  anything  said  about  Peter  B.  Sweeney  or 
James  M.  Sweeney  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  liave  not  discussed  that  with  anybody  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  You  have  connected  Tweed  directly  with  the  re- 
ceipt of  these  fraudulent  moneys;  as  also  Connolly — you 
have  told  what  jou  know  about  Peter  B.  and  James  M^ 
Sweeney — who  else  ? 

A.  There  was  Woodward  and  Watson. 

Q,  Anybody  else? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  hear  talk  of  anybody  else  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  nobody. 

Q.  Just  state  again,  if  you  please,  how  the  commissions, 
as  you  call  them,  were  divided.  There  was  65  per  cent, 
to  divide? 

A.  25  per  cent,  went  to  Tweed,  and  35  per  cent,  to  the 
claimants,  less  interest.  They  got  35  per  cent,  of  the  face 
of  the  bills.  Then  Watson  received  35  per  cent.,  and,  I 
think,  Woodward  got  5  per  cent.  That  makes  100  per 
cent. 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  Watson  did  with  this  35 
per  cent,  he  got  ? 

A.  20  per  cent,  was  for  Connolly,  10  per  cent,  for 
Sweeney,  and  5  per  cent,  for  himself. 
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Q.  Yon  don't  know,  or  ever  heard,  that  anybody  else 
got  any   of    this  "  swag,"   except  the  men  you    have: 
named  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Have  yon  ever  heard  since  that  anybody  ebe-  got 
any  of  it  ? 

A,  Oh,  I  have  heard  lots  of  talk  about  that  sort  of- 
thing. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  hear  that  anybody  else  got  any  ?.' 

A.  No,  that  was  all  that  Watson  ever  claimed  got  any 
of  it. 

Q,  Please  just  give  me  those  figures  over  again? 

A,  35  per  cent  went  to  the  claimant,  25  to  Tweed,  35 
to  Wats^ni,  and  5  per  cent,  to  Woodward. 

Q.  And  the  35  per  cent,  to  Watson.  How  was  it  sub- 
divided ? 

A.  20  per  cent,  went  to  Connolly,  10  to  Sweeney,  and 
5  to  himself. 

Q,  Did  you  know  any  thing  about  the  house  that  Qar- 
vey  bnilt  for  Connolly  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  know  about  it 

Q.  Tell  me  what  you  know  about  it  ? 

A.  In  my  bills  that  I  put  in  to  the  Board  of  Audit  I 
paid  to  Garvey  $119,000  for  Connolly  to  build  that  house. 

Q.  And  the  amount  of  the  warrants  drawn  on  the  ac- 
count was  actually  $248,000  ? 

A.  The  gross  amount  was  such  that  35  per  cent,  would 
cover  the  $119,000.  The  total  amount  of  the  warrants 
was  about  $300,000,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  you  know  what  Garvey  did  on  that  house  ? 

A,  I  was  never  in  the  house.  I  paid  him  over  the 
money.  That  is  all  I  know  about  it.  I  was  close  by  the 
house  and  saw  it,  but  that  is  all. 
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Q,  So  that  not  only  was  Connolly's  house  built  at  the 
city's  expense,  but  the  bills  for  doing  it  were  so  raised  as 
to  pay  all  these  commissions  on  the  fraudulent  bills  to  the 
other  members  of  Ring — himself  included? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  got  his  house  for  nothing  and  20  per  cent,  be- 
sides for  allowing  the  city  to  build  it  for  him  ? 

A,  Yes,  8ir. 

Q.  All  the  others  got  their  share  knowingly  ? 

A.  Well,  the  othere  did  not  know  anything  about  it — 
what  the  bills  were  for — none  except  Watson,  Connolly, 
Garvey  and  myself. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  begin  to  do  this  banking  busi- 
ness, to  divide  these  dividends? 

A,  I  think  in  1870,  about  the  time  of  the  Board  of 
Audit. 

Q,  Who  did  it  before  that? 

A,  Watson  did  it ;  or  Watson  and  Woodward  together. 

Q.  State  the  way  in  which  this  was  conducted — when 
a  fraudulent  bill  was  put  in,  I  want  you  to  trace  it  through 
the  whole  process? 

A.  Fii-st  the  fraudulent  bill  was  made  up  ;  it  was  then 
handed  to  Watson,  when  the  warrant  was  made  ready 
and  it  was  taken  into  the  Supervisors'  (Chamber,  and  the 
percentages  figured  up,  as  I  have  testified  to.  The  war- 
rant was  then  tiiken  to  the  bank  and  the  money  drawn 
upon  it. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  then  ? 

A.  We  put  the  percentages  into  envelopes  and  gave 
them  to  the  parties  for  whom  they  were  intended,  the 
thirty-five  per  cent,  being  taken  over  to  Watson. 

Q.  Did  you  take  it  over  there  ? 

A.  I  have  done  so. 
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Q.  Is  that  the  last  that  you  would  know  of  it? 

A.  1  have  been  in  there  when  he  divided  it  up 
amongst  the  parties  who  were  to  share  it — Connolly, 
Tweed  and  J.  M.  Sweeney.  He  had  a  little  book  in  which 
he  kept  Connolly's  account,  and  entered  it. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  when  you  handed  him  the  money  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  exactly. 

Q.  Tell  me  as  nearly  as  you  can  ? 

A.  After  I  would  give  it  to  him  he  would  count  the 
money,  and  I  have  helped  him  to  do  so.  He  would  count 
it  and  then  hand  it  to  me  to  count,  to  see  if  it  was  all 
right. 

Q.  Is  that  the  last  you  would  know  about  it  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  Except  that  I  have  been  with  him  in  the 
Chamberlain's  office.    . 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  pay  it  out  there? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  which  members  of  the  Ring  have  you  actually 
traced  it  yourself,  with  your  own  eye.  Did  you  ever 
pay  any  to  Connolly  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  paid  it  once  to  P.  B.  Sweeney  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  a  number  of  times  to  James  M.  Sweeney? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  or  have  seen  it  paid  to  him. 

Q.  To  whom  else  ? 

A,  I  think  I  have  seen  it  paid  to  Connolly. 

Q,   You  have  mentioned  him  ? 

A.  There  was  no  one  else. 

Q.  Those  are  the  only  persons  that  you  know  of  ? 

A.  That  is  all. 

Q,  With  regard  to  the  Court-house  job,  the  Commis- 
sioners were  appointed  under  chapter  382  of  the  Laws  of 
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1870 — Coman,  Walsh,  and  yourself — please  tell  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  inception  of  any  corrupt  agreement  among^ 
you  four  Commissioners,  and  how  it  was  carried  out  ? 

A.  I  met  the  Commissioners  right  after  the  appoint- 
ment in  the  Court-house,  in  the  Supervisors'  Chamber. 
There  was  a  good  many  back  bills  for  work  done  on  the 
Court-house,  which  I  wanted  them  to  pay  and  they  did 
not  seem  inclined  to  pay  them,  they  wanted  to  use  the 
money  on  new  work.  I  intimated  to  them  that  they  might 
make  something  out  of  it — that  they  might  as  well  pay 
for  the  old  work  as  the  new.  They  would  not  consent  to 
do  so.  They  wanted  to  use  the  money  for  the  new  work. 
The  bills  were  finally  paid.  I  consulted  with  Watson  on 
the  subject  and  he  said  that  we  might  pay  the  bills  with- 
out the  Commissioners  certifying  to  them.  "  You  have," 
said  he,  "  all  the  claimants  send  in  their  bills  previous  ta 
the  first  of  December,  before  the  Commissioners  come  in, 
and  I  will  certify  to  them."  That  was  done,  and  the  men 
got  their  money.  After  Watson's  death,  the  Commis- 
sioners certified  the  bills  and  I  paid  over  the  money  to  two 
of  the  Commissioners. 

Q.  Which  two? 

A.  Walsh  and  Norton. 

Q.  As  commissions  on  those  matters  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  figured  up  the  commissions,  and  told 
them  that  they  could  make  that  amount  of  money,  and  I 
gave  it  to  them. 

Q.  Did  those  bills  go  through  the  same  routine  as  the 
other  bills? 

A,  Yes  ;  Connolly  got  a  percentage  on  them. 

Q.  Did  the  same  old  set  get  percentages? 

A,  No;  none  but  Connolly  and  Watson  got  anything, 
outside  of  the  Commissioners. 
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Q.  Yon  gave  Watson  a  percentage  ? 

A,  Yes;  I  paid  Watson  17^  per  cent.,  I  think. 

Q.  And  the  other  Commissioners,  you  don't  know  any- 
thing about } 

A.  I  never  had  any  business  with  them ;  I  never  paid 
Coman  anything. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  ever  got  any  of  the  com- 
missions ? 

A.  Not  to  my  own  knowledge. 

Q,  What  do  you  know  about  it  ? 

A.  I  never  had  any  acquaintance  with  Coman.  I  went 
to  Watson,  and  he  said  to  me,  you  pay  it  to  me.  Coman 
was  pretty  ugly  about  the  whole  business. 

Q.  Pay  what? 

A.  I  suppose  the  money  for  Coman. 

^.  Pay  what? 

A.  The  5  per  cent  When  I  saw  the  Commissioners  I 
told  them  that  they  could  each  make  5  per  cent,  out  of  it. 
I  told  that  to  Watson,  after  I  found  1  could  not  get  them 
to  agree,  to  pass  the  bills  myself.    He  said,  "  I  will  fix  it." 

Q.  You  took  6  per  cent,  yourself,  and  paid  5  per  cent. 
to  Watson,  and  6  to  Norton  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  By  (Alderman  Cowing)— Were  these  legitimate 
bills,  or  were  the  bills  increased  so  as  to  cover  the  dis- 
count  ? 

A.  Some  of  the  bills  had  been  in  there  for  two  or  three 
years. 

Q.  Did  you  add  to  them  the  percentages  ? 

A.  When  they  were  made  out,  it  was  understood  that 
there  would  be  about  35  per  cent,  discount  off  them. 

Q,  Were  those  bills  that  were  rendered  fair  bills? 

A.  I  guess  about  one-half  of  them  were  fair. 
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Q,  And  this  percentage  was  taken  off  from  the  fair,  aa 
well  as  the  unfair  bills  ? 

A.  The  percentage  was  taken  off  all  those  bills. 

^.  As  well  those  that  wore  fair,  as  those  that  were 
unfair  ? 

A,  Yes,  mostly — they  were  made  out  with  reference  to 
certain  commissions. 

Q.  Were  they  your  bills  ? 

A.  No ;  they  were  outside  bills  ;  most  of  them  are  there 
(pointing  to  the  printed  tabulations). 

Q.  Can  you  remember  the  names  of  any  of  the  parties 
who  presented  those  bills  ? 

A,  They  are  all  there — Garvey,  Keyser,  Miller,  Walsh, 
the  East  Chester  Qnariy  Co.,  and  others.  I  don^t  remem- 
ber. It  is  all  down  in  black  and  white ;  Allen  and  Stevens 
also. 

Q,  Did  these  bills  represent  honest  work  performed  on 
the  Court  house,  and  materials  furnished  ? 

A.  That  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  You  made  an  arrangement  that  they  should  make 
these  deductions  on  them  ? 

A,  My  impression  is,  tiiat  when  tliese  bills  were  made 
out,  they  were  made  out  to  allow  of  these  deductions. 

Q,  They  were  fraudulent  transactions  before  you  came 
in? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  these  bills  were  fraudulent  two  years  before  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  on  that  subject. 

Q,  Were  the  bills  increased  when  they  went  into 
Watson's  hands  ? 

A.  The  old  bills  were  put  aside  and  new  ones  made 
out.  There  might  be  one  of  the  bills  perhaps  perfectly 
legitimate. 
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Q.  You  changed  those  bills  that  were  made  out  at  dif- 
ferent times,  and  added  on  the  percentage  that  was  to  be 
deducted  1 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Do  yon  remember  the  amounts  of  those  bills  which 
were  fraudulent  ? 

A.  Do  you  mean  the  Court-house  bills. 

Q.  Yes? 

A.  I  tliink  the  appropriation  was  $600,000,  and  $400,000 
was  paid  in  those  percentages. 

Q.  How  much  of  that  $400,000  was  fraudulent ! 

A,  1  could  not  tell. 

Q.  Approximate  to  it  ? 

A,  One  half  of  it,  probably. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole,  resuming) — Did  you  ever  pay  Com- 
missioner Coman  any  percentage  on  this  $400,000 1 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you. ever  pay  a  man  by  the  name  of  Fullerton 
any  money  ? 

A.  Yes  ;  Watson  told  me  to  pay  money  to  Fullerton. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  pay  any  money  to  Fullerton,  to  be 
given  to  Coman  as  commissions  on  the  Court-house  ? 

A.  I  don't  underetand  the  question. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  pay  Fullerton  any  money  to  be  given 
to  Coman  as  a  percentage  on  the  bills  for  work  done  on 
the  Court-house  ? 

A,  Yes,  I  gave  Fullerton  money. 

Q.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  my  question  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  gave  him  money  once,  towards  the  latter 
part  of  the  time. 

Q.  When  you  gave  Fullerton  money,  what  was  it  for  ? 

A.  Because  Watson  told  me  to  give  it  to  him. 

Q.  Was  that  all  he  told  you  ? 
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A.  Yes,  that  was  enough.  He  said,  Give  this  to  Archie 
FuUerton. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  Archie  Fullerton  was  to 
put  it  in  his  own  pocket  ? 

A.  Of  course  not. 

Q.  What  did  you  give  it  to  him  for  theut 

A.  Because  Watson  told  me  to. 

Q,  Did  you  not  tell  one  of  the  attorneys  for  the  city 
that  you  gave  Fullerton  money  to  be  given  to  Coman  7 

A.  That  was  my  impression. 

Q.  Didn't  you  tell  one  of  the  attorneys  who  represented 
the  city  that  you  gave  money  to  Fullerton,  to  be  given  by 
Fullerton  to  Coman  ? 

j1.  No ;  I  said  to  him  exactly  as  I  have  said  to  yoa, 
word  for  word. 

Q.  Word  for  word  1 

A.  Yes,  that  I  had  been  told  by  Watson  to  pay  the 
money  to  Fullerton. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  you  tliink  that  you  gave  the 
money  to  Fullerton  ? 

A.  I  said  to  him,  there  is  5  per  cent. 

Q.  To  be  given  to  whom  ? 

A,  To  Coman.     That  was  my  impression. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  that  impression  ! 
A.  Because  I  had  a  talk  with  Watson  about  it,  and  he 
said,  Give  it  to  me,  and  I  did  so. 

Q,  What  was  the  talk  ? 

A.  I  said,  "  I  don't  know  tliis  man  Coman,  he  is  an  ugly 
customer.  He  will  not  talk  or  do  anything  else" — and  he 
said,  "  Pay  the  money  to  me." 

Q,  He  said,  **  PayComan's  commission  to  me  " — is  not 
that  the  fact  ? 
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^.  Of  course  it  was  the  fact,  and  I  gave  him  the  5  per 
-cent. 

Q.  As  I  understand,  you  gave  him  the  6  per  cent,  which 
jrou  intended  to  be  Coman's  5  per  cent. ! 

A.  That  is  the  way  I  took  it. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  give  it  to  Coraan  Iiimself — did  you 
«vertell  General  Barlow  that  you  gave  it  once  to  Conian 
himself? 

A,  No,  sir  ;  I  never  made  any  such  statement  to  him 
or  to  any  other  man. 

Q.  Did  you  know,  at  that  time,  Hugh  Smith  I 

A.  Only  by  sight. 

Q.  What  was  his  connection  with  the«e  Ring  mat- 
ters? 

A.  Hugh  Smith  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  1  do  not  know  that  he  had  any  connection  with 
him.     I  did  not  see  it. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  know  of  any  money  having  been  paid 
to  him  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  By  anybody? 

A.  Not  that  I  had  any  thing  to  do  with. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  ever  hear  of  his  being  connected 
with  these  **  Ring  "  matters  by  any  of  the  members  of  the 
"  Ring,"  or  their  coadjutors  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  given  you  the  entire  names  of  all  those 
where  the  money  went  to. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  members  of  the  ''  Ring " 
talking  about  him  as  having  any  connection  with  these 
matters  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  You  never  heard  members  of  the   "  Ring"  say  that 
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Hugh  Smith  was  snpposed  to  represent  Peter  B.  Sweeney  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  yon  ever  hear  anybody  say  so  ? 

A,  I  heard  Mr.  Taintor  say  that  he  had  an  idea  that  he 
did — that  he  was  quite  positive  on  the  subject.  I  told 
him  that  I  had  never  heard  it ;  that  I  could  not  see  how 
he  could  come  in.  That  is  all  the  conversation  I  had 
about  it,  except  with  the  counsel  for  the  People. 

A.  Have  you  ever  made  an  affidavit  in  connection  with 
this  ''  Ring  Investigation,"  or  any  suits  that  were  aboat 
to  be  commenced  or  had  been  commenced,  in  which  you 
testified  as  to  what  you  knew  about  Peter  B.  Sweeney's 
connection  with  these  matters? 

A,  No  ;  you  have  the  only  affidavit  I  ever  made  in  re- 
gard to  them. 

Q,  Besides  tlie  house  that  was  built  for  Connolly,  con- 
cerning which  you  have  testified,  do  you  know  of  any 
one  else  having  had  work  done  or  materials  furnished  to 
them — any  officials  or  anybody  else — that  was  paid  for  or 
charged  to  the  city  i 

A,  No,  except  considerable  work  I  did  for  Tweed. 

Q.  What  did  that  amount  to? 

A,  I  suppose  altogether  it  would  amount  to  $100,000, 
and  maybe  $150,000. 

Q.  Who  else? 

A.  For  city  officials  ? 

Q,  Yes,  city  officials  or  anybody  else  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  did  work  for  anybody  else. . 

Q,  You  never  furnished  anything  to  anybody  else  but 
Tweed. 

A,  I  furnished  some  things,  by  his  orders,  to  friends 
of  his. 

Q.  Who  were  they  ? 
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A.  They  were  not  people  that  1  knew/ 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  of  them  ? 

A.  They  were  not  officials  of  the  city.  If  they  had 
been,  I  would  have  remembered  their  names. 

Q.  You  don't  know  the  names  of  any  other  officials  to 
whom  you  furnished  anything  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  destroyed  all  your  books  in  the  times  of  1871 7 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  do  that  ? 

A,  It  was  the  time  that  the  Havemeyer  suit  was  threat- 
ened and  going  to  be  commenced.  I  was  advised  to 
destroy  my  books  and  papers  so  as  to  put  them  outof  the 
way,  as  I  would  have  had  notice  served  upon  me  to  pro- 
duce them  in  court. 

Q.  Who  advised  you  to  do  so  ? 

A,  Mr.  Tweed. 

Q.  Did  he  advise  you  that  any  other  city  officials  said 
so? 

A,  He  said  that  that  was  Sweeney's  advice;  that  he 
had  counselled  with  him  about  it. 

Q,  What  Sweeney  ? 

A,  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  of  course. 

Q,  And  you  did  destroy  all  your  books? 

A.  Pretty  much  all. 

Q,  You  have  examined  the  tabulated  statement  made 
by  Mr.  Taintor,  and  have  testified  that  it  is  correct  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  see  that  Alderman  Lewis  has  made  a  calculation 
which  results  as  follows :  you  received  on  account  of  the 
county,  either  in  your  own  name  or  in  those  of  these 
fictitious  persons,  $2,767,237.94  and  from  the  city  $304,- 
028.49  and  the  amount    which  you   received  fnmi  the 
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Special  Audit  and  which  passed  through  the  Broadway 
Bank  was  $3,5^9,329.18,  making  an  aggregate  of  about 
$6,500,000.  Is  it  yonr  idea,  or  do  you  think,  that  fbrst 
and  last  you  received  about  that  amount? 

A,  Yes,  about  $6,000,000, 1  think,  as  far  as  my  recol- 
lection serves  me,  passed  through  my  Bank  acconntB. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  work  which  you  actually  did  for 
the  city  was  fairly  worth,  for  men  and  materials,  how 
much? 

A,  I  can  trace  where  I  paid  out  one  million  of  dollars. 
I  paid  one  firm  alone,  for  furniture,  desk  work,  etc, 
$600,0m(). 

Q.  Has  there  ever  been  a  civil  suit  commenced  against 

you? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  it  tried? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q^  When  was  it  commenced  ? 

A.  There  was  a  suit  commenced  in  1871  which  went 
up  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  on  a  demurrer,  and  it  was 
decided  in  my  favor,  and  then  I  think  the  city  com- 
menced a  suit  at  the  same  time,  or  they  have  since. 
There  are  three  or  four  suits  mixed  up  in  some  way. 

Q,  What  was  the  last  thing  you  knew  of  having  been 
done  in  a  civil  suit  against  you  ? 

A.  Well,  about  two  years  ago,  I  believe  my  counsel 
received  a  summons,  or  a  notice,  or  something  that  the 
suit  would  be  put  on  the  calendar,  or  something  of  that 
sort. 

Q,  Was  there  any  lis  'pendens  or  attachment  on  your 
property  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  real  estate  did  you  have  in  1871. 
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A.  I  had  seven  vacant  lots  in  Twenty-third  street,  be- 
tween the  Seventh  and  Eighth  avenues.  1  had  a  stable 
in  Forty-ninth  street.  I  had  three  lots  in  Sixty-ninth 
street.  I  had  some  lots  up  in  Harlem,  in  One  Hundred 
and  Sixteenth  or  One  Hundred  and  Seventeenth  street, 
and  on  Madison  avenue,  among  the  rocks. 

Q.  Is  that  all  ? 

A.  I  had  some  lots  in  Morrisania. 

Q,  How  many? 

A.  I  don't  know  how  many.  They  did  not  call  the 
property  lots.  It  was  back  of  Morrisania.  It  was  not 
called  lots.  It  was  about  half  an  acre.  It  was  not  cut 
up  into  lots. 

Q.  Had  you  any  other  real  estate  ? 

A.  In  1871  ? 

Q.  Yes,  when  the  Ring  exposures  came  about  ? 

A,  I  think  that  was  all  I  had  then. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  Twenty-third  street  prop- 
erty? 

A.  1  sold  it. 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A.  To  Mr.  Magraw. 

Q.  When  did  you  sell  it  ? 

A,  In  September. 

Q,  What  year? 

A.  1871.  I  sold  him  the  lots  and  took  back  a  mort- 
gage on  them,  and  sold  that. 

Q,  To  whom  did  you  sell  the  mortgage  ? 

A.  To  Henry  Weil. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  you  got  for  that  property, 
when  you  sold  it  to  Magraw  ? 

A.  I  think  I  sold  it  to  him  for  $13(  ,000. 

Q.  How  much  was  the  mortgage  for  ? 
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A.  $75,000.  That  Twenty-third  street  property  in- 
cluded two  small  houses  in  Twenty-second  street.  It  was 
all  sold  together. 

Q.  The  mortgage  was  for  $75,000  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  realize  on  selling  the  Weil 
mortgage. 

A.  I  think  it  cost  me  about  18  per  cent  to  get  that 
money. 

Q.  Yon  sold  it  for  18  per  cent,  off  ? 

A.  Yes,  about  that — between  17i  and  18  per  cent. 

Q.  With  regard  to  the  Forty-ninth  street  property — 
do  you  own  that  now  ? 

A,  No,  sir;  I  believe  it  belongs  to  a  gentleman  by  the 
name  of  Curtis. 

Q.  When  did  you  sell  that? 

A.  In  1871. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  time  it  was  in  1871 1 

A.  In  the  fall. 

Q,  What  did  you  realize  from  it? 

A.  $15,000  or  $16,000,  I  think,  about  what  I  gave  for 
it.     I  did  not  incur  any  loss  on  it. 

Q.  How  about  the  lots  on  69th  street,  do  you  own  those 
now? 

A.  No  ;  I  sold  them  to  Mr.  Pettier,  of*J  Pettier  &  Sty- 
mus. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  get  for  them  ? 

A,  I  got  about  $70,000.  There  was  a  mortgage  on 
them.     My  impression  is  that  I  got  $30,000  out  of  it,  clear. 

Q.  Clear? 

A.  Yes ;  because  I  know  that  I  had  a  note  of  $10,000 
coming  due — to  pay  which  I  was  obliged  to  sell  the  prop- 
erty. 
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Q.  When  did  you  sell  the  property  to  Pottier? 

A,  In  the  fall  of  1871. 

Q.  How  near  can  you  come  to  give  mo  the  date  of  it  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  November. 

Q,  Now  the  property  at  the  corner  of  Madison  avenue 
and  116th  street? 

A,  I  Bold  it  in  1871. 

Q,  At  what  time  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  fall — 1  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Was  it  in  October? 

A.  It  might  have  been — in  October  or  November — it 
might  have  been  as  early  as  September. 

Q.  Who  did  you  sell  the  Madison  avenue  property  to? 

A.  That  went  to  a  man  by  the  name  of  Hrennan. 

Q.  What  did  you  get  for  it? 

A.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  got  $H»,000  or  $17,000,  over 
and  above  the  mortgages— it  was  a  cheap  property. 

Q.  And  the  Morrisania  half  acre? 

A.  The  deed  for  that  went  to  my  father,  and  he  sold 
it  to  somebody  who  built  a  house  on  it  afterward.  I 
deeded  it  to  my  father  in  the  fall  of  1871,  in  September 
or  October,  I  think.  Oh,  I  had  a  one-third  interest  in  a 
piece  of  property  at  the  foot  of  Twenty-sixth  street,  at 
the  East  river.  I  forgot  that.  1  sold  it  to  my  father,  who 
holds  it  now,  and  it  stands  in  his  name. 

Q,  Were  the  deeds  in  all  these  cases  put  on  record  at 
the  time  in  the  regular  way  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Has  there  ever  been  any  arrangement  made  with 
you,  by  anybody,  concerning  the  civil  suits,  that  they 
should  not  be  prosecuted  in  consequence  of  your  giving 
testimony,  or  anything  of  that  sort? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q,  Did  you  not  formerly  own  a  hodse  on  Fifth  avenue  T 
A,  I  did,  in  1869.     I  gave  it  to  my  wife  a  few  days 
before  we  were  married  in  that  year.     That  was  in  1369, 
in  December,  a  few  days  before  I  was  married.    She  after- 
ward sold  it. 

Q.  Is  that  all  the  property — real  estate — ^yon  owned  ? 

A.  1  once  owned   a  lot  in  Fiftieth  street,  bnt  it  was 
sold  at  the  time  of  these  transactions,  and  I  lost  a  good 
deal  of  money  on  it.     I  started  to  build  a  stable  there, 
and  I  was  told  it  would  be  a  nuisance  to  the  cathedral,, 
and  so  forth,  and  as  I  didn't  want  to  do  anything  of  that 
kind,  I  turned  around  and  sold  it  for  what  I  could  get,, 
and  lost  about  $20,000  cm  it.     That  was  in  the  spring  of 
1870.     I  also   owned   some  property  on  Fourth  avenue, 
between  Sixty-seventh  and  Sixty-eighth  streets,  and    some 
in  Lexington  avenue,  but  it  was  mixed  up  in  some  build- 
ing transactions,  a  trade  arrangement,  and  all  passed  out 
of  my  hands  long  before  the  King  expuse.     I  sold  it  to 
my  father's  partner,  Mr.  W.  W.  Watson,  for  what  I  gave 
for  it,  with  the  agreement  that  if  he  made  anything  in 
selling  it  again  I  was  to  have  half,  and  I  got  some  $10,000 
profit  on  it,  I  think.     I  sold  it  for  $90,000,  I  think.     I 
know  I  got  one  check  from  him  for  $60,000.     That  was 
in  September,  1871. 

Q.  Now,  these  other  figures  that  you  have  given  us,  are 
they  of  gross  amounts  ? 

A,  Yes;  they  are  all  gross  figures  that   I  have  given 
you. 

Q,  Was  there  any  other  property  that  you  held  at  that 
time? 

A,  No,  sir.     The  property  in   Forty-second  street  was 
leasehold.     1  did  not  own  that. 
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Q.  Have  yon  given  a  list  of  all  the  real  estate  which 
yon  owned  at  the  time  of  the  *^  Ring  "  exposures  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.     I  think  that  is  all. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Did  you  ever  hold  any 
other  oflBce  in  the  city  or  county  government  than  that  of 
Court-house  Commissioner? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  commence  to  have  your  dis- 
honest dealings  with  the  city  and  county  of  New  York? 

A.  In  1867. 

Q,  At  the  time  you  were  taking  out  of  the  treasury  the 
65  per  cent,  by  your  fraudulent  bills,  did  you  have  any 
just  appreciaticm  of  the  amount  of  taxable  property  in 
the  city  and  county  of  New  York  ? 

A,  Well,  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Did  you  think  that  was  a  fair  division  between  you 
and  the  taxpayers  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  that  I  thought  about  that. 

Q,  *IIad  you  determined  at  all,  in  your  own  mind,  how 
much  you  would  leave  the  taxpayers  ? 

A.  Eh! 

Q.  Had  you  set  for  yourself  any  time  when  you  pro- 
posed to  leave  off  taking  that  65  per  cent.  ? 

A.  No ;  I  don't  know  that  1  had. 

Q.  And  if  you  hadn't  been  interfered  with — you  and 
your  associates — ^you  would  have  gone  right  along  until 
to-day.  taking  that  65  per  cent,  just  the  same  ? 

A.  Well,  there  would  always  have  to  be  a  certain 
amount  of  work  done,  and  I  was  doing  it,  and  1  suppose 
would  have  continued  to  do  it. 

Q.  If  I  understood  your  testimony  aright,  you  were  the 
means  of  defrauding  the  city  and  county  of  New  York 
out  of  about  $5,000,000 
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A.  I  didn't  get  it  at  all,  I  only 

Q.  Answer  my  question,  please.  Were  not  you  the 
means,  directly  and  indirectly,  of  defrauding  the  treasury 
to  the  amount  stated  ? 

A,  Well,  indirectly,  yes. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  returned  any  of  that  money — any 
part  of  the  great  sum  so  fraudulently  obtained  I 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  in  condition,  financially,  to  return  any  part 
of  it  '^ 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  Are  you  now  without  means  ? 

A.  Oh!  I've  got  some. 

Q,  How  much  do  you  consider  yourself  worth  ? 

A.  Well,  I  couldn't  state  how  much. 

Q,  Approximate  it  ? 

A.  A  good  many  things  I  had  an  idea  were  worth 
something  tui-ued  out  to  be  worth  nothing. 

Q.  Well,  allowing  for  all  that,  how  much|do  you  still 
think  you  are  worth  ? 

A,  If  I  was  sold  out  to-day  I  suppose  I  wouldn't  l)e 
worth  a  cent  after  my  debts  were  paid,  but,  if  I'm  let 
alone  to  manage  my  affairs,  I  suppose  I  can  realize 
41100,000. 

Q.  Is  it  your  intention  to  refund  any  of  tliis  money  to 

the  city '( 

A,  Well,  they've  got  a  good  deal  more  down  to  me 
than  ever  I  got ;  $4,500,000  of  that  went  out  in  percent- 
ages to  other  people. 

Q.  Did  $100,000  go  into  your  pockets  ? 

A,  Yes,  and  a  good  deal  more. 

Q.  And  you  have  no  intention  of  making  amends,  as 
far  as  von  can,  for  what  you  have  unjustly  obtained  ? 
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A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  willing  to  turn  over  what  you  have  got  to 
the  city,  to  make  amends  as  far  as  you  can,  or  at  least 
partial  reparation  for  what  you  have  been  the  means  of 
defrauding  the  treasury  of  ? 

A,  Well,  I  don't  want  to  answer  that  question  ;  I  don't 
think  it's  a  question  you  ought  to  ask  me. 

Q,  Why,  isn't  tlie  question  a  fair  one  ? 

A.  No,  I  don't  think  it  is. 

Q,  Now,  in  justice  and  good  morals,  what  would  be  un- 
fair in  your  handing  back  to  the  city  what  you  can  of 
what  you  have  fraudulently  and  unjustly  obtained  from 
the  city  ? 

A.  Well,  you  put  it  all  on  the  basis  of  fraud,  and  there 
was  some  of  it  really  earned. 

Q.  But  you  say  it  was  all  obtained  by  a  system  of  fraud 
in  which  you  assisted.  Where  is  the  injustice  of  your  re- 
turning to  the  city  what  you  have  left  of  the  money  you 
have  confessedly  taken  fraudulently  from  the  city.  That 
is  one  object  of  this  investigation,  my  associates  sug- 
gest, to  get  back  for  the  city  all  we  can  of  what  the  citi- 
zens have  been  defrauded  out  of  ? 

A.  I  can't  answer  that  question. 

Q,  Why  can't  you?  Isn't  it  a  plain  one?  Don't 
.  you  understand  it  ? 

A.  Is  the  question  whether  I  have  any  intention  of  re- 
turning the  money  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  don't  intend,  then,  to  make  any  restitution  to 
the  city,  even  if  in  your  power,  of  what  you  have  taken 
by  fraud  from  the  city  ? 

A,  Well,  I'm  mixed  up  in   suits  and   all  that  sort  of 
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thing  now,  and  I  don't  want  to  talk  about  it.     My  counsel 
has  charge  of  it. 

Q,  Are  you  willing  to  assign  to  the  city  what  you  are 
worth  to-day  and  let  the  city  assume  the  responsibility  of 
all  the  suits  ? 

A,  No ;  I  don't  think  I  am. 

Q.  Why  not. 

A.  Because  I  don't  wish  to. 

Q,  If  I  understand  you  correctly,  you  mentioned  that 
you  were  associated  with  a  large  " Ring"  connected  with 
the  Board  of  Audit.  What  other  ring  were  you  connected 
with  during  the  time  that  these  frauds  were  being  per- 
petrated ? 

A.  I  was  connected  with  no  otlier  "  ring." 

Q.  Did  you  get  no  other  money  from  the  city  of  New 
York  except  what  you  got  through  the  Board  of  Audit 
and  the  Court-house  ? 

*A,  I  have  already  testified  to  all  I  know  in  relation  to 
them. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  frauds  which  were  per- 
petrated against  the  city  of  New  York,  which  you  have 
not  already  divulged? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  think  I  have  told  you  all  I  know  with 
regard  to  them. 

Q,  Does  the  testimony  j'ou  have  given  comprehend, 
to  your  knowledge,  from  beginning  to  end,  all  the  frauds 
which  were  perpetrated  against  the  city  and  county  of 
New  York  ? 

A.  There  was  some  money  raised  to  influence  matters 
at  Albany  in  1870. 

Q.  That  was  with  reference  to  tlie  charter  of  that  year? 

A,  I  don't  know  whether  it  was  with  reference  to  the 
Charter  or  not,  but  the  money  went  to  Albany  ? 
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Q.  Daring  the  time  that  you  were  connected  with  the 
€ity  government,  did  you  furnish  anything  to  private  in- 
dividuals and  charge  it  to  the  city  ? 

A,  Nothing  more  than  I  have  testified  to  here  to-day. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  facts  or  circumstances 
that  you  can  give  to  the  Committee  which  would  furnish 
a  clue  to  the  discovery  of  any  frauds  that  have  not  been 
divulged  here  by  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  I  have  been  pretty  well  sifted. 

Q,  What  you  have  testified  to  is  all  that  you  know  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  of  anything  more. 

Q.  Have  you  any  money  in  any  person's  hands  to  hold 
in  trust  for  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Directly  or  indirectly  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  nmch  did  you  consider  yourself  worth  when 
these  frauds  were  discovered  ? 

A.  Well,  I  couldn't  tell. 

Q,  Approximate  to  it  as  nearly  as  you  caij  ? 

A.  Six  or  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

Q.  Was  that  the  most  you  have  been  worth  at  any  time 
since  you  commenced  your  fraudulent  dealings  with  the 
city  and  county  of  New  York  in  1867  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  so. 

Q,  And  you  say  that  has  now  dwindled  down  to 
$100,000  ? 

A.  Well,  as  things  are  tied  up  now,  they  couldn't  be 
made  to  realize  a  cent. 

Q,  Where  has  your  money  gone  ? 

A,  I  was  interested  in  one  concern  that  I  lost  $300,000 
in. 

Q.  What  was  that? 
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A.  That  was  the  Heath  &  Smith  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany ;  afterward  E.  H.  Heath  &  Co. — they  went  into 
bankruptcy ;  and  I  lost  $60,000  in  Chicago  with  some 
defunct  life  insurance  company  there. 

Q.  Where  did  the  remaining  $240,000  go  to  ? 

A.  I  owed  the  Tenth  National  Bank  a  large  amount  of 
money. 

Q,  Is  that  the  amount  they  are  suing  for  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  paid  them.  I  borrowed  on  securities, 
and  they  kept  falling  and  falling  until  I  sold  them  for 
what  I  could  get.  Some  of  them  went  for  fifty  cents  on 
the  dollar  tiiat  would  have  been  worth  their  face  if  I  could 
have  kept  them.  Then  1  lost  a  good  deal  otherwise.  1 
had  got  money  from  my  father  and  his  partner  and  paid 
them.  I  suppose  I  owed  the  bank  $300,000  or  $400,000 
at  one  time,  borrowed  on  my  own  paper  and  securities, 
and  I  had  to  pay  it  all.    ^ 

Q,  You  caimot  give  this  Committee  any  information 
as  to  the  amount  of  your  property  ? 

A.  I  lost  $60,000  in  Hannibal  and  St.  Jo.  I  bought 
the  stock  at  107  and  sold  it  at  00,  after  carrying  it  for  a 
long  time. 

Q,  What  does  your  property  consist  of  now  ? 

A.  Mostly  of  claims. 

Q,  Have  you  any  real  estate  ? 

I  have  got  one-third  interest  in  a  piece  of  real  estate  in 
One  Hundred  and  Forty-seventh  street.  I  took  it  in 
payment  of  a  debt,  but  it  isn't  worth  the  three  or  four 
years'  back  taxes  and  the  mortgages  on  it.  It  isn't  worth 
anything  in  fact.     I  wouldn't  give  a  dollar  for  it. 

Q.  What  other  real  estate  have  you  ? 

A.  That  is  all  I  know  of. 

Q.  The  rest  of  your  property  consists  of  claims  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  no  stocks,  bonds,  or  mortgages  of  any- 
kind  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cot.e) — What  is  your  present  income  f 

A.  I  have  no  income. 

Q.  How  do  you  live  ? 

A,  I  live  on  my  father.  My  wife  is  able  to  take  care 
of  herself.     Her  folks  are  abundantly  able. 

The  Committee  here  adjourned  to  Saturday,  24th  inst.^ 
at  11  o'clock  A.  M. 


TWENTY-THIRD  DAY. 


November  24,  1877- 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

**         Cowing, 
"         Slevin. 

John  H.  Keyseb,  having  taken  the  stand,  was  examined 
as  follows : 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — What  is  your  full  name  t 

A.  Jolm  H.  Keyser. 

Q,  Where  do  you  reside  ? 
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A.  I  live  at  183  Second  avenue. 

Q.  What  is  your  business — are  yon  in  any  now  t 

A.  I  am  in  no  business  now,  sir. 

Q.  What  business  were  you  engaged  in  from  the  year 
1867  to  1871  inclusive  ? 

A.  I  was  in  the  foundry,  stove,  plumbing,  house-fur- 
nishing and  general  repairing  work. 

Q.  What  was  the  firm  name  ? 

A,  Keyser  &  Company. 

Q,  Who  was  the  company  ? 

A.  There  was  no  company  legitimately — in  a  legal 
«ense  I  suppose  my  brother  was  interested  in  the  busi- 
ness, that  is,  he  had  money  in  the  business. 

Q,  Did  ho  have  part  of  the  profits  ? 

A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Did  he  bear  part  of  the  losses  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  was  it  ? 

A.  It  was  money  he  loaned  to  me. 

Q,  Why  did  you  call  yourself  Keyser  &  Co  f 

A,  It  was  the  firm  name  for  30  years,  and  when  my 
brother  went  out  of  the  business,  I  continued  to  claim  the 
name. 

Q.  When  did  your  brother  go  out  ? 

A,  In  1862. 

Q.  He  left  his  capital  or  part  of  it  in  the  business  still  7 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  yon  in  the  habit  of  furnishing  articles  to  the 
city  government,  then  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  was. 

Q,  What  articles? 

A,  Castings,  plumbing- work,  stoves,  roofing,  repairs, 
flagging,  etc. 
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Q.  You  made  out  your  bills  sometimes  in  the  name  of 
John  II.  Keyser,  and  sometimes  Keyser  k  Co.  What  was 
the  occasion  of  that  discrepancy  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Was  there  any  reason  t 

A.  There  was  no  reason. 

Q.  It  was  all  the  same,  John  H.  Keyser  and  Keyser  & 
Co.? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  of  the  difference? 

A,  Because  tiie  firm  name  had  been  Keyser  &  Co. 

Q.  You  don't  know  the  reason  why  you  sometimes 
took  the  name  of  Keyser  &  Co.,  and  sometimes  John  H. 
Keyser  ? 

A,  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  make  any  arrangement  with  any  city 
or  county  officials  by  which  you  were  to  raise  your  bills 
so  that  they  might  get  a  percentage  out  of  them  ? 

A,  No.  sir;  not  that  1  remember. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  become  a  party  to  an  arrangement  by 
which  your  bills  were  so  manipulated  that  the  city  or 
county  officials  should  get  dividends  out  of  your  bills  for 
articles  lurnished  by  you  ? 

A,  Not  as  I  remember. 

Q.  Then  all  your  relations  with  the  city  and  county 
Government  were  strictly  honest  and  honorable  ? 

A,  [After  long  hesitation] — No,  sir;  I  don't  think  they 
were. 

Q,  In  what  respects  were  they  not  ? 

A,  On  a  certain  amount  of  bills  there  was  33^  per  cent, 
raised  on  the  bills. 

Q.  Who  raised  t!iem  ? 

A.  I  did. 


602 


Q.  And  this  was  not  in  consequence  of  any  agreement 
or  arrangement  made  with  anybody,  but  came  out  of  your 
own  corrupt  mind  ? 

A.  [Slowly] — It  was  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Woodward 
or  Mr.  Watson,  1  don't  remember  which,  and  1  did  it. 

Q.  Don't  you  call  that  an  arrangement  with  a  city 
oflScial  or  employee? 

A.  [After  a  long  delay]  —1  don't  know  that  I  under- 
stand that  question. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  enter  into  a  corrupt  agreement  with 
any  city  or  county  official  whereby  you  were  to  raise  your 
bills  fraudulently  so  that  officials  might  profit  thereby  by 
getting  dividends  out  of  those  bills? 

A.  I  raised  certain  bills  33^  per  cent.  There  was  never 
any  definite  understanding. 

Q,  Answer  the  question  1  have  put  to  you  ? 

A.  [There  was  no  answer.] 

Q,  Please  answer  the  question  I  put  to  you  Yes  or  No 
— no  other  reply  is  an  answer  ? 

A.  Well,  I  raised  some  bills. 

Q,  That  is  not  an  answer  ? 

A.  There  never  was  a  definite  understanding. 

Q,  That  is  not  an  answer? 

A.  1  made  no  corrupt  arrangement. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  arrangement  ? 

A.  1  made  an  arrangement. 

Q,  With  whom  ? 

A.  It  was  with  either  Woovi ward  or  Watson.  I  don't 
know  which. 

Q.  What  did  he  say,  and  what  did  you  say  ? 

A.  The  bills  that  came  from  the  first  Board  of  Audit, 
and  the  bills  that  were  then  made  out  were  put  together, 
and  33^  per  cent,  was  added  to  tiiem. 
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Q.  That  is  not  an  arrangement  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  any  definite  arrangement. 

Q.  What  did  you  agree  to  do  with  either  Woodward  or 
Watson  ? 

A,  I  had  no  definite  agreement  with  them. 

Q.  Mr.  Keyser,  if  you  don't  answer  that  question  I 
shall  ask  this  Committee  to  send  you  before  a  judge  in 
chambers,  and  have  you  committed  for  contempt  ? 

Witness  still  made  no  answer. 

Q,  What  was  the  agreement  or  arrangement  which  yon 
had  with  Woodward  or  Watson — tell  us  as  near  as  you 
can,  in  the  words  of  the  arrangement  which  you  made  ? 

A.  I  could  not  remember  a  conversation  which  occurred 
eight  years  ago. 

Q.  Well,  the  substance  of  it? 

A,  The  substance  of  it  was  that  I  should  take  the  bills 
out  of  the  Board  of  Audit,  and  the  other  bills  from  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  oflSce  and  put  them  all  together 
and  add  33^  per  cent,  to  them,  which  I  did. 

Q.  What  bills  were  they  ? 

A.  They  were  bills  for  allikinds  of  work  done  by  me. 

Q,  What  was  the  33^  to  be  added  to  them  for  ? 

A.  There  was  nothing  said,  but  33^  per  cent,  was 
added  to  the  legitimate  bills. 

Q.  Why  ? 

A,  Well,  it  was  under  an  agreement  with  Woodward  or 
Watson  ;  I  don't  know  which. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  ? 

A.  There  was  no  purpose  stated,  but  I  didn't  expect  to 
get  it.     There  was  nothing  said. 

Q.  Who  did  you  think  was  going  to  get  it! 

A.  I  supposed  they  were  going  to  get  it. 

Q.  Who'i 


604 


A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  AVho? 

A.  I  supposed  the  oflScersof  the  city. 

Q,  Which  officei-8  ? 

A,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  You  never  had  any  idea  ? 

A.  No. 

Q,  Have  you  any  idea  now  ? 

^.  I  suppose  it  was  divided  amongst  them  all. 

Q,  Among  whom  ? 

A.  Tweed  and  CJonnolly  and  all  the  officials. 

Q»  Which  oiics  ;  name  them  ? 

A.  I  suppose  Tweed,  Connolly,  Watson  and  all  the  city 
officials. 

Q,  Kame  them  ;  "  all "  won't  do  ? 

A.  Watson,  Woodward,  perhaps  Hall ;  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Name  them  all  again  ? 

A,  Mr.  Tweed,  Mr.  Connolly,  Mr.  Hall,  Mr.  Watsou, 
Mr.  Woodward,  Mr.  Sweeney. 

Q,  Which  Sweeney  ? 
A.  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Which  one  do  you  think  ;  I  am  asking  for  your  best 
recollection  ? 

A.  It  was  the  elder  Sweeney. 

Q,  What  was  his  name — do  you  know  ? 

A,  No;  you  tell  me  the  names  and  then  I  will  know. 

Q,  There  was  James  M.  and  Peter  B.  ? 
A,  That's  it — Peter  B. — that  was  the  one. 

Q.  When  did  it  first  dawn  on  your  mind  that  this  SS-J 
per  cent,  was  going  to  these  men  ? 
A,  I  don't  understand  you. 

Q.  At  what  stage  of  your  existence  did  you  first  think 
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that  these  men  were  going  to  divide  this  83^  per  cent 
among  them  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Well,  cudgel  your  brain  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Was  it  in  tlie  year  1867  ? 

A,  I  could  not  tell  you.     My  memory  is  poor. 

Q.  Can't  you  come  within  three  years  of  the  time  when 
you  first  began  to  suspect  that  these  gentlemen  of  the  King 
got  some  of  the  "  swag  "  ? 

A.  I  should  think  it  was  in  1870. 

Q.  About  what  time  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  That  is  the  best  recollection  you  have  about  it.  Did 
you  have  any  idea,  prior  to  1870,  that  this  33^  per  cent, 
was  going  to  be  diverted  to  any  improper  purpose,  or  did 
you  think  it  was  all  right  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  have  any  remembrance  about  it. 

Q.  I  did  not  ask  you  for  your  remembrance.  I  want 
to  know  if  you  had  any  idea  that  this  33^  per  cent,  that 
you  added  was  to  be  used  for  any  improper  purpose? 

A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q,  I  did  not  ask  you  that. 

A,  I  did  not  get  it  myself. 

Q.  I  did  not  ask  you  whether  you  did  or  not — I  wanted 
to  know  if  you  thought  that  this  percentage  wasjj  to^  be 
added  for  any  improper  purpose. 

A.  I  could  not  sav  that  I  did. 

Q.  For  what  pui-pose  did  you  think  that  this  33i  per 
cent,  was  to  bo  added  to  your  bills? 

A.  Because  I  was  directed  to  do  it. 

Q,  And  you  did  not  think  it  wrong  to  do  it? 

A,  Yes,  it  was  morally  wrong,  sir. 
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Q.  What  did  you  think  was  going  to  become  of  ft — 
wherein  did  the  moral  wrong  consist  ? 

A,  In  raising  the  bills. 

Q,  If  they  were  raised  for  an  illegal  purpose  would  it 
not  be  wrong? 

A.  I  did  not  say  that  they  were  raised  for  an  illegal 
purpose. 

Q.  What  did  you  know  about  it  ? 

A,  I  cannot  recollect,  sir. 

Q.  I  insist  upon  your  recollection — what  did  you  think 
was  going  to  become  of  this  33^  per  cent,  which  you 
say  you  added  to  your  bills,  and  which  you  now  say  was 
morally  wrong. 

A.  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  What  do  you  think  ? 

A,  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Yon  must  remember.  Did  you  ever  hear  at  that 
time  from  any  of  these  men  what  they  were  going 
to  do  with  this  additional  33^  per  cent,  that  you  added  to 
your  bills  ? 

A.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  secrecy  about  everything, 
and  1  don't  remember  much  about  the  matter. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  making  an  affidavit  with  regard  to 
your  connection  with  these  matters  at  any  time  ? 

A.  1  do. 

Q.  If  you  should  see  that  affidavit  do  you  think  it 
would  refresh  your  memory  ? 

A.  I  thi!ik  so.    . 

Q.  Was  it  true,  or  did  you  perjure  youi-self  in  this  affi- 
davit ? 

A.  I  suppose  I  told  the  truth,  or  intended  to  do  so. 

Q,  You  now  believe  you  did  so? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q,  When  was  the  last  time  you  saw  a  copy  of  tiiis  affi- 
davit ? 

A,  I  never  saw  it  but  once. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  saying  that,  prior  to  June,  1867, 
you  had  a  conversation  with  Watson  and  Kinof,  in  which 
they  told  you  that  you  must  add  33^  per  cent,  to  all  your 
bills,  and  told  you  why  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  AVhat  was  the  reason  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  why. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  why  ? 

A,  I  probably  did? 

Q,  But  you  have  forgotten  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  I  shall  ask  you  to  read  that  part  of  your  affi- 
davit which  I  shall  mark  in  pencil. 

[Witness  here  read  that  portion  of  the  affidavit  which 
was  handed  to  him,  in  which  he  had  said  that  Watson 
and  Kin^  had  told  him  that  he  must  make  the  bills  ac- 
commodate  themselves  to  cijcnmstances — that  they  must 
be  made  to  fit  the  different  appropriations — and  that  he 
had  acquiesced  in  that  arrangement] 

Q,  Now,  do  you  recollect  why  it  was  that  you  put  on 
the  33 J^  per  cent? 
A.  In  that  light  I  do. 
Q,  Why? 

A,  It  was  that  others  should  got  it. 
Q.  Get  what  ? 
A.  The  33i  per  cent. 
Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  others  ? 
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A,  1  have  named  them  to  you.  I  did  not  know  who 
they  were  then. 

Q.  But  you  know  now,  in  the  light  of  that  affidavit,  that 
yon  put  on  that  33iJ  per  cent,  in  order  that  it  might  be 
divided  between  the  city  officials  ? 

A,  I  did  not  know  then. 

Q.  Was  not  that  the  understanding? 

A,  Not  with, me. 

Q.  Did  not  King  tell  you  so — did  King  tell  you  what 
you  have  sworn  in  this  affidavit,  or  did  he  not  tell  you  t 

A.  He  must  have  told  me  so. 

Q.  Did  he  or  not  ? 

A.  I  should  say  he  did. 

Q,  Did  Watson  tell  you  so  i 

A.  I  should  sav  that  he  did. 

Q,  Now,  will  you  please  tell  me  why  you  have  made 
me  spend  half  an  hour  in  endeavoring  to  get  you  to  tell  the 
truth  ? 

A,  It  is  because  1  did  not  understand  your  question — 
that  is  why. 

Q,  Well,  in  future  I  will  tr}'  to  make  them  so  plain  that 
you  will  not  fail  to  understand  them.  When  did  you  tirst 
discover  that  these  transactions  were  fraudulent,  and  that 
the  proceeds  were  to  be  divided  among  members  of  the 
"  Ring,'-  some  of  whom  you  have  named  ? 

A,  I  could  not  tell  vou. 

Q,  Was  it  at  the  time  of  the  exposure  of  these  matters 
in  the  New  York  Times — was  that  the  first  time  ? 

A,  No,  sir,  I  should  think  not. 

Q.  Did  you  not  at  one  time  as  soon  as  the  frauds  were 
first  exposed  go  down  to  the  Comptroller's  office  and  ex- 
amine the  vouchers  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  That  was  the  first  time  you  discovered  the  fraud  t 

A.  Yes,  that  was  the  first  time. 

Q.  At  that  time  you  had  forgotten  the  conversation 
with  King  and  Watson.  Was  that  after  the  conversa- 
tion? 

A.  1  may  have. 

Q.  You  had  forgotten  that  the  33^  per  cent,  had  been 
added  by  you  for  improper  piAposes ;  when  you  went  to 
the  Comptroller's  office  what  did  you  find  there  ? 

A.  It  had  been  stated  in  the  papers  that  my  name 
appeared  on  the  vouchere,  and  I  went  down  there  to  ex- 
amine if  such  was  the  case. 

Q,  And  you  found  your  name  on  the  back  of  some  of 
them? 

A.  YeSj  sir. 

Q.  You  found  that  it  was  a  forgery  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  never  got  the  money  on  them  ? 

A,  On  some  of  them  I  did  get  the  money,  but  on  some 
I  did  not. 

Q.  Who  did  you  accuse  of  the  forgery  ? 

A.  Nobody. 

Q.  You  never  accused  Woodward  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  never  in  my  life. 

Q.  What  did  you  tell  the  Comptroller  ? 

A.  I  may  have  told  him  that  1  had  directed  my  name 
to  be  signed,  but  I  qualified  it  by  saying  that  I  was  going 
down  South  and  that  I  had  given  authority  to  either 
Woodward  or  Watson  to  sign  for  me  when  I  was  gone. 

Q.  You  qualified  your  statement  by  saying  what? 

A.  That  I  had  given  authority  to  either  Woodward  or 
Watson  to  receipt  my  bills  for  me — I  don't  remember  now 
which. 
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Q.  What,  then,  did  you  mean  by  saying  that  there  was 
any  forgery  ? 

A.  I  meant  if  they  had  signed  my  name  after  I  had 
got  home. 

Q.  If  they  signed  your  name  after  you  got  home,  it  was 
a  forgery  ? 

A.  I  should  say  so. 

Q,  AVhen  did  you  get  home  ? 

A.  I  have  no  remembrance. 

Q.  Can't  you  find  out — how  many  times  have  you  been 
South  ? 

A.  Three  times. 

Q,  Was  the  time  you  speak  of  the  last  time? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Try  to  tell  me  your  recollection  about  it — ^}'our8  is  a 
very  good  memory  when  it  is  forced  to  act.  I  have  a 
great  deal  of  faith  in  your  memory — as  a  last  resort  ? 

A.  I  don't  know — I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  What  wore  you  doing  South? 

A,  I  was  sick  and  went  there  to  recruit. 

Q,  Was  it  in  the  spring  that  you  went  away  ? 

A.  I  have  no  remembrance. 

Q.  IIuw  did  the  leaves  look  as  you  passed  through  Now 
Jersey  ? 

A.  I  have  no  remembrance. 

Q.  Had  they  the  tints  of  autumn,  or  the  freshness  of 
spring  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Now,  don't  you  know  when  you  went  South — you 
can  tell  me  if  you  like  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  1  cannot. 

Q.  Is  there  no  way  you  can  ascertain  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q,  Did  you  keep  a  check-book  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Have  yon  a  check-book,  or  any  other  book  by  which 
you  can  find  out  from  the  payments  you  made? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  year  was  it  ? 

A.  1  cannot  tell  you  that. 

Q,  Where  was  the  relevancy  of  telling  me  that  you 
gave  power  to  Woodward  or  Watson  to  raise  your  bills 
if  you  do  not  remember  the  time  ? 

A,  I  cannot  remember. 

Q,  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  if  your  name  was 
put  on  the  back  of  those  vouchers  by  Woodward  or  Wat- 
son after  your  return  from  the  South  it  was  a  forgery ; 
but  if  it  was  put  <»n  befoniyour  return  it  was  not  a  forgery 
— if  you  do  not  know  when  it  was  tliat  you  were  South? 

A.  I  do  nut  know. 

Q,  When  did  you  go  Soutli  ? 
A.  I  could  not  tell  the  year. 

Q.  Was  it  in  1867  ? 

A,  That  I  could  not  tell  you.     I  could  not  tell  the  year. 

Q.  You  don't  know,  and  have  no  idea,  when  any  of 
these  vouchers  were  signed  by  these  people ;  and  you 
don't  know  the  time  you  went  South  i 

A,  In  that  light,  I  should  know. 

Q,  These  vouchers,  signed  by  Woodward  or  Watson, 
were  signed  by  your  permission  or  authority,  were  they 
not? 

A.  They  were  not. 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  in  the   world   of  separating 
those  that  were  forged  from  those  that  were  not? 
A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have. 
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Q.  What  reason  have  70a  for  Baying  that  anjr  of  them 
were  forgeries? 

A.  Because  I  did  not  authorize  them  to  be  signed,  only 
when  I  was  absent. 

Q.  When  were  you  absent  ? 

A.  That  is  just  what  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q.  Perhaps  you  were  absent  the  whole  of  that  time  f 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  this  whole  thing  is  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the 
public? 

A.  No,  sir  ;  it  is  not. 

Q.  Were  you  absent  as  long  as  a  year  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Were  you  absent  six  months  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Four  months  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

().  As  long  as  three  months? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  As  long  as  two  months? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  As  long  as  six  weeks  ? 

A,  I  should  think  I  was. 

Q.  Now,  your  memory  serves  you  that  you  were  absent 
six  weeks  ? 

A,  My  memory  is  not  good. 

Q,  Do  you  think  it  was  in  the  dead  of  winter  that  you 
were  absent  these  six  weeks  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Where  were  you  ? 

A .  I  was  in  Florida. 

Q.  IIow  did  you  get  there  ? 

A,  I  went  t^)  Philadelphia  and  stopped  there  a  little  ; 
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then  I  think  I  went  over  to  St.  Louis ;  then  I  went  on  the 
Mississippi  to  New  Orleans,  and  from  there  to  South  Car- 
olina and  Florida. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  back — which  way  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  you  come  back  in  a  balloon  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  how  I  came  back. 

Q.  Were  you  capable  of  transacting  business  when  you 
got  away? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Did  they  put  you  into  a  lunatic  asylum  ? 

A,  They  did  not  put  me  in  a  lunatic  asylum. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  to  your  business  when  you  went  to 
New  Orleans  ? 

A.  Probably  I  did. 

Q,  I  don't  want  any  **  probably."  Did  you  attend  to  any 
business  when  you  got  to  New  Orleans  ? 

A.  Probably  I  did. 

Q,  What  season  of  the  year  was  it  ? 

A .  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  you  do  any  business  there,  and  if  so,  with 
whom  ? 

A,  I  had  a  store  in  St.  Louis,  and  another  one  in  Chi- 
cago, and  we  were  shipping  stoves. 

Q.  I  don't  want  to  know  what  you  were  doing,  but  who 
did  you  go  to  see  when  you  went  to  New  Orleans  ? 

^.  I  do  not  at  this  moment  remember. 

Mr.  Cole — At  the  next  meeting  I  shall  expect  you  to  tell 
me  when  you  went  and  how,  and  when  you  came  back,  and 
at  what  season  of  the  year  and  all  about  it ;  and  I  don't 
want  any  fencing.  I  want  direct  answers  and  must  have 
them. 
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Q.  Now,  with  respect  to  the  vouchers,  did  you  allege 
that  those  in  the  name  of  J.  II.  Keyser  were  forgeries! 

A,  Not  that  I  remember. 

Q,  Did  you  not  say  that  all  of  those  bills  indorsed  by 
J.  H.  Keyser  were  forgeries  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Q.  Why  did  you  say  they  were  forgeries. 

A.  Because  they  were. 

Q.  How  much  work  did  you  do  for  the  city  during  all 
those  years  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  from  my  remembrance. 

Q,  Can  you  tell  me  from  any  other  source  of  informa- 
tion  ? 

A,  1  have  done  a  great  deal  of  work  for  the  city ;  I 
could  not  tell  you  how  much  from  memory. 

Q.  Can  you  guess  from  memory  ? 

A.  Not  very  well. 

Q.  Can  you  very  badly  ? 

A,  Yes,  I  might. 

Q.  Well,  give  us  a  bad  guess  ? 

A,  I  should  think  I  did  work  for  the  city  to  the  amount 
of  three  million  of  dollars — from  two  to  three  millions. 

Q.  Nearer  three  than  two?  There  is  a  big  margin 
between  the  two. 

A.  I  cannot  speak  now  definitely. 

Q,  Is  there  any  data  by  which  you  can  refresh  your 
memory  so  that  you  can  tell  me  how  much  work  you  did 
for  and  what  amount  of  materials  you  furnished  to  the 
city? 

A,  I  suppose  I  can. 

Q   How  long  would  it  take  you  to  do  that  f 

A.  It  would  take  me  a  good  while. 

Q,  How  long? 
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A.  It  will  take  me  three  weeks. 

Q.  Will  this  tabulation  help  yon  ? 

A.  I  suppose  it  would. 

Q.  How  lonfif  would  it  take  you  with  this  tabulation  t 

A.  If  I  take  that  it  will  not  take  me  any  time. 

Mr.  Cole — Well,  take  that,  and  figure  out  how  mu^b 
work  you  did,  and  what  quantity  of  materials  you  for- 
nished  to  the  city,  and  how  much  you  got  paid  for  it. 

Q,  You  made  an  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  the  oity 
to  Jackson  8.  Schultz,  did  you  not? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  Have  you  it  with  you  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  I  not  instruct  you  to  bring  it  to-day  ? 
A.  Well,  we  talked  about  it. 
Q.  Did  I  tell  you  to  bring  it  here  or  not  ? 
j4.  There  was  something  said  about  it. 

Mr.  Cole  (indignantly) — Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  have  to 
request  of  the  Committee 

Witness  (frightened) — Yes,  sir.  I  think  you  did.  1 
forgot  it.     I  was  sick  last  night. 

Q.  Where  is  that  assignment  ? 

A.  1  suppose  it  is  at  my  house. 

Q,  Suppose.     Don't  you  know  ? 

A,  It  is  probably  there. 

M]'.  Cole  announced  that  he  would  request  the  Oom- 
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mittee  to  send  an  officer  with  Mr.  Kejser  to  see  that  the 
assignment  was  obtained. 

Q,  There  was  a  committee  of  sixteen  who  examined 
the  work  you  did  and  material  you  furnished  for  the  city 
and  county,  and  they  valued  it  at  $70,000,  and  you  say 
you  did  two  or  three  millions'  worth.  Will  you  please 
explain  the  discrepancy  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  any  such  committee,  and  it  isn't 
true. 

Q.  How  mucli  do  you  tliink  the  work  done  and  the 
material  furnished  by  you  were  actually  worth  at  current 
market  rates;  and  remember  you  are  on  your  oath,  though 
you  don't  seem  to  have  been  aware  of  it,  and  liable  to 
pains  and  penalties  for  perjury  if  you  don't  tell  the  truth. 

A.  I  couldn't  give  the  information. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  was  worth  $1,000,000? 

A.  [After  long  hesitation] — Yes,  sir.  I  think  it  was 
worth  that,  and  a  good  deal  more  than  twice  that.  Why, 
I  paid  out  $1,250,000  in  checks,  and  I  paid  $500,000  for 
labor  alone.  1  can  bring  the  checks  here,  and  lay  them 
on  your  table. 

Q.  More  than  twice  a  million,  you  say  ?  Then  you  have 
not  been  paid  for  your  work  and  materials,  since  33J  per 
cent,  of  your  bills  went  to  others,  and  you  only  got  less 
than  three  millions? 

A.  There  are  $200,000  or  $300,000  due  me  now  for 
hard  work.  I  think  on  a  fair  accounting  there  isn't  much 
between  the  city  and  myself. 

Q.  On  that  fair  accounting  would  you  add  in  your  cus- 
tomary 33^  per  cent.  ? 

A,  No,  I  should  take  it  out. 

Q,  But  it  appeal's  from  your  statement  j  ust  made  tliat 
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yon  have  paid  out  about  $1,000,000  more  than  you  actu- 
ally received.     Does  it  not? 

A,  [After  the  third  repetition  of  the  question] — I'm 
not  prepared  to  answer  a  question  in  that  way  now. 

Q.  Why  did  you  make  an  assignment  to  Jackson  S. 
Schultz  for  the  benefit  of  the  city? 

A,  My  counsel  advised  me  to  do  so. 

Q.  Who  was  your  counsel  ? 

A,  Mr.  Wetmore. 

Q,  Why  did  he  advise  you  tt>  make  an  assignment  tx) 
the  city  when  the  city  owed  you  money? 

A,  It  was  a  provisional  assignment,  and  it  explains  it- 
self. 

Q,  But  why  did  you  make  that  assignment  ? 

A,  Well,  there  were  charges  made  against  me,  and 
1  said  if  I  owed  the  city  I  was  willing  to  pay  them, 
but  I  didn't  think  I  did.  1  thought  any  fair  accounting 
would  show  I  didn't,  and  the  assignment  will  speak  for 
itself;  therefore  it  wouldn't  be  wise  to  press  it  now,  it 
seems  to  me,  because  you  can  have  the  assignment. 

Q,  Did  you  assign  by  that  paper  everything  you  had  in 
the  world  lor  the  benefit  of  the  city,  conditioned  upon 

A,  The  assignment  will  speak  for  itself. 

Q.  But  tell  me  now. 

A.  1  couldn't  tell  you  anything  about  it;  I've  no  re- 
membrance about  it. 

Q,  Have  you  any  remembrance  of  anything  done 
under  that  assignment? 

A,  Yes,  some  things. 

Q.  Did  the  assignee  become  possessed  of  anything 
under  the  assignment  ? 

A,  Yes,  he  did.  Some  money,  $40,000  or  $50,000.  I 
don't  know  how  much.     The  receipts  will  show. 
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Q.  Where  did  the  money  come  from  ? 

A,  It  came  from  assigned  claims  against  persons. 

Q.  Who? 

A.  1  can't  tell  you  who  all.     Mr.  Tweed  was  one. 

Q.  How  much  from  Mr.  Tweed  ? 

A.  $32,000  or  $33,000.     That  is  my  recollection. 

Q,  Who  else? 

A,  There  were  several  parties. 

Q.  Oh,  give  me  their  names.     Don't  delay  this  way  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  their  names. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  any  of  them  ? 

,A.  Yes,  1  remember  some. 

Q.  Well,  who  do  you  remember? 

A.  One  was  Coman. 

Q,  How  much  from  him  ? 

A.  Well,  it  was  $1,000  or  $2,000. 

Q,  Then  who  else? 

A.  I  can't  remember  now.  I've  been  sick  and  in 
trouble  for  six  or  seven  years,  and  my  mind  isn't  strong 
on  these  things  now,  and  I  wish  you  wouldn't  press  this 
matter  now. 

Q.  How  much  property,  in  gross,  according  to  your 
best  recollection,  was  covered  by  that  deed  of  trust  ? 

A.  I  haven't  the  slightest  idea,  sir. 

Q,  As  umchas  $600,000? 

A.  Oh,  no,  sir.     That  was  newspaper  talk,  I  guess. 

Mr.  Cole — Yes,  it  was  ;  but  I  call  your  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  newspapers  were  singularly  accurate  in  what 
they  said  about  everybody  else  connected  with  the  Ring 
frauds  except  you. 

Q,  What  was  the  actual  value  of  the  property  con- 
veyed by  that  deed  of  trust? 

A,  I  couldn't  tell,  sir ;  but  I  think  about  $60,000. 
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Q.  Oh  !  but  there  were  $60,000  in  money  collected  ? 

A.  Well,  that's  what  it  was. 

Q.  But  didn't  your  trustee  succeed  in  turning  into 
money  anything  else  you  assigned  to  him  ? 

A.  There  was  nothing  else  ;  but  bills  against  the  city. 

Q,  With  regard  to  this  committee  which  was  appointed 
to  examine  into  those  Ring  frauds  in  1871,  composed  of 
sixteen  prominent  citizens,  do  you  recollect  any  thing 
about  such  a  committee  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  1  never  heard  of  them. 

Q.  If  that  committee  had  reported  the  value  of  your 
work  and  materials  furnished  on  the  Court-house  at  $73,- 
752,  as  appraised  by  Mr.  O.  Barrett,  an  expert,  who  had 
carefully  examined  it,  and  for  which  your  bills  and  war- 
rants amounted  to  $914,330.65,  what  would  you  say  ? 

A.  They  did  not  know  anything  about  the  work.  They 
had  not  taken  into  consideitttiou  the  fact  that  a  great  deal 
of  that  work  had  been  done  twice  and  some  of  it  three 
times. 

Q.  Was  the  work  which  you  did  on  the  County  Court- 
house of  an  evanescent  or  permanent  character? 

A,  A  great  deal  of  it  was  done  over  again. 

Q.  What  portion  of  it  was  of  an  evanescent  character  ? 

A.  There  were  furnaces  put  in  all  over  the  building  to 
dry  it,  and  then  there  were  furnaces  put  in  all  the  offices 
and  taken  out  afterward,  and  then  the  plumbing  work 
was,  the  largest  part  of  ir,  cut  out  and  carried  away  and 
I  had  to  replace  it ;  then  when  it  was  done  again  they 
turned  on  the  steam-pipes  from  the  exhaust  into  it,  and 
melted  down  six-incli  soil-pipes  or  weakened  them  so  that 
they  dropped  apart  and  had  to  be  done  over  again.  The 
Committee  conld  not  have  taken  that  into  consideration. 

Q,  Who  did  the  destruction  ? 
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A.  The  same  people  did  that 

Q.  Who  do  you  mean  by  the  same  people  ? 

A.  The  men  who  put  up  the  steam  engine. 

Q,  Who  were  they  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you — a  firm  at  the  corner  of  Broome 
street  and  Broadway. 

Q.  How  inuch  do  you  suppose  was  the  value  of  the 
work  that  was  destroyed  which  you  put  in  again  V 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q,  Well,  give  us  an  estimate —give  us  a  guess? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q,  What  proportion  of  the  total  amount  of  the  work 
done  on  the  Court  House  was  reconstructed  ? 
A,  I  could  not  tell  you  that. 

Q,  Was  there  as  much  as  one-half? 
A.  That  I  could  not  tell  you? 

Q.  What  do  you  think  about  it  ? 

A,  I  have  no  idea  about  it.  I  know  it  was  like  doing 
all  the  plumbing  \^ork  over  again. 

Q.  Then  it  was  about  one  half? 

A,  The  plumbing  was  done  about  three  times  on  the 
building. 

Q,  And  you  did  it  every  time  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  was  it  done  three  times  ? 

A,  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q,  Was  it  not  because  it  was  thought  expedient  to  do 
so? 

A.  No ;  it  was  because  it  had  been  cut  out  and  stolen 
and  carried  away.  Then  there  was  a  good  deal  of  work 
done  in  other  i)laccs,  on  Blackwell's  Island  for  instance  p 
that  was  charged  to  the  Court  House.     The  furnaces  in 
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the  Conrt  Hoase  were,  also,  charged  as  plumbing  in  the 
warrants. 

Q.  What  do  you  think,  really  and  honestly  on  your  oath, 
the  work  that  you  did  on  that  County  Court  House  was 
worth,  all  of  it  ? 

A,  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Could  you  come  within  $500,000  of  it  ?  Tell  me 
as  near  as  you  can  come  ? 

A.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  other  work  charged  to  it 
that  did  not  belong  to  the  Court  House. 

Q.  But  it  was  put  into  your  bills  as  having  been  done? 

A.  Yes,  but  it  was  done  in  other  places. 

Q.  But  you  got  the  money  for  it  ?  Do  you  know  Mr, 
O.  Barrett,  who  formerly  lived  at  403  South  Fifth  avenue, 
a  gas-fitter  and  plumber  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  him  ? 
A,  I  don't  know  tliat  I  ever  did. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  he  is  a'  capable  plumber 
and  gas-fitter  or  not. 
A»  I  don't  know. 

Q.  He  was  an  expert  employed  to  make  this  calculation ; 
and  he  calculated  your  work  to  be  worth  $715,000. 

A.  Did  he  take  in  any  of  the  furnaces,  or  any  of  the 
stoves  ? 

Q.  He  took  in  every  thing  that  you  had  warrants  for  ? 
A,  No,  sir ;  the  furnaces  were  charged  for  as  plumbing 
work. 

Q.  You  charged  and  received  $914,342.65  for  work 
done  there — is  that  right  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  now  from  memory,  but  the 
work  was  done  over  three  times,  and  that  man  could  not 
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see  the  work  without  tearing  up  the  building.  His  esti- 
mate therefore  is  false. 

Q.  Please  point  out  to  the  Committee  in  what  the 
falsity  consists  ? 

A.  It  consists  in  this — that  he  calculated  the  plumbing 
work  onlv  once,  whereas  much  of  it  was  done  a  second 
time.  A  great  deal  of  it  had  to  be  taken  down  and  torn 
up.  All  that  this  committee,  with  their  expert,  could  see, 
was  what  was  found  there,  but  not  what  had  been  taken 
away. 

Q.  But  there  is  a  great  discre])ancy  still  between  the 
amount  which  you  received  and  the  amount  estimated  by 
your  own  calculation  as  the  value  of  the  work  done.  Do 
you  think  that  the  permanent  work  which  remained  ex- 
ceeded in  value  the  work  that  was  taken  away  or  destroy- 
ed ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q,  Can't  you  make  some  kind  of  an  estimate  in  your 
own  mind? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  the  portion  of  the  work  which  you 
did  and  which  was  alterwards  taken  away  and  could  not 
be  seen  in  the  year  1871,  exceeded  in  amount  the  total 
value  of  the  work  whicii  remained  there  or  not? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you  now;  but  it  was  like  doing  the 
whole  work  over  again. 

Q,  Then  you  think  it  was  about  equal ;  do  you  ? 
A.  Taking  that  view  of  the  case,  it  might  be. 

Q,  Is  not  that  a  business-like  view? 
A.  All  the  furnaces  and  stoves  put  into  that  building 
were  not  charged  for. 

Q,  They  were  taken  away  ? 
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A.  They  were  not  used.  I  don't  know  what  became  of 
them. 

Q.  If  the  work  which  you  did  and  which  was  after- 
wards taken  away  was  equal  in  value  to  the  work  which 
you  did  that  remained  permanent,  you  should  have  receiv- 
ed $146,000,  instead  of  the  $914,000  which  you  did  get— 
what  do  you  think  of  that  calculation  ?  I  am  doubling 
every  thing  for  you? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  vou  anything  aboiit  it. 

Q.  Try  ? 

A,  I  can't. 

Q,  Oh  do,  it  is  so  simple.  In  the  light  of  this  long 
examination  do  you  think  that  the  plumbing  work  and 
gas  fitting  that,  you  did  for  the  county  building  was 
worth  $914,000,  including  all  other  things? 

A.  There  were  a  great  many  other  things  that  were 
put  into  the  bills  besides  the  work  done  on  the  Court- 
house ;  for  instance,  the  work  done  at  Blackwell's  Island. 

Q.  Well,  include  all  that? 

A.  I  ci)uld  not  answer  the  question  until  I  figure  it 
all  up. 

Q.  You  have  said  that  you  have  claims  against  the 
city  now  ? 

A.  There's  from  $250,000  to  $260,000  the  city  owes 
me  for  legitimate  hard  work  done  in  June,  July,  August, 
and  September. 

Q.  Do  you  expect  the  city  to  pay  any  of  that  ? 

A,  I  haven't  had  any  particular  thought  about  it 

Q.  But  if  the  city  owes  you  money,  don't  you  expect 
to  get  it?     The  city  is  solvent,  is  it  not? 

A.  I've  tried  for  six  years  to  get  the  city  to  settle  with 
me  and  take  this  as  oGFsets. 

Q.  Offsets  to  what  ? 
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A.  For  the  work  that  was  overcharged. 

Q.  The  thirty-three  and  one-third  per  cent,  steal  ? 

A.  The  assignment  will  explain  it  all. 

Q.  Yes;  but  I'd  so  much  rather  have  your  fresh  ideaa 
abont  it  now.  Have  there  ever  been  any  civil  suits 
brought  against  you  by  the  city  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  not  that  I  ever  heard  of. 

Q.  Have  you  been  sued  by  anybody  else  on  matters 
growing  out  of  the  old  Ring  transaction  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  does  it  come  that  the  city  has  never  brought 
suit  against  you,  notwithstanding  your  confession,  made 
public  ever  since  1871,  that  you  had  defrauded  the  city^ 
out  of  at  least  a  million  of  dollars  ? 

A,  Well,  I  suppose  they  felt  I  had  an  honest  claim 
against  them. 

Q.  But  250,000  doesn't  amount  to  33J  per  cent,  on 
$3,000,000.     That  would  not  be  a  fair  offset  ? 

A.  Well,  the  city  owes  me  $40,000  on  assessment  work. 

Q,  And  you  think  that  on  **  a  fair  accounting"  you 
and  the  city  would  come  out  about  square  ? 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  couldn't  tell  you,  sir.  My  mem- 
ory  

Q.  Yes,  yes,  I  know.  Is  that  claim  of  yours,  in  your 
best  judgment,  the  reason  the  city  has  not  sued  you  ? 

A.  That,  in  my  opinion,  is  one  of  the  causes,  and  the 
other  was  because  they  felt  it  would  not  have  been  honor- 
able in  them  to  have  done  so. 

Q,  Why  would  it  not  have  been  honorable  to  have  sued 
you  for  the  recovery  of  the  33J  per  cent,  that  you  con- 
fessedly aided  in  stealing  from  the  city  ?  What  is  the 
point  of  honor  involved  ? 

A.  Well,  they  took  my  books  and  accounts  and  my 
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evidence,  and,  as  I  understood,  concluded  to  let  the 
thing  drop. 

Q.  Who  did  you  understand  from  that  the  city  had 
concluded  to  let  the  thing  drop? 

A.  The  news  was  brought  to  me  from  Mr.  A.  H.  Green 
and  Mr.  Tilden,  and  two  or  three  others,  that  they  had 
concluded  that  if  I'd  make  a  fair  settlement  with  them  in 
giving  them  all  the  information  I  could,  and  in  being  a 
witness  for  them,  and  exhibiting  my  accounts  as  tliey 
stood — the  accounts  I  had  against  them — the  idea  was  to 
call  it 

Q,  Now  let's  analyze  it.  Your  testimony  is  totally 
worthless,  for  you  don't  know  of  any  one  doing  anything 
wrong,  or  profess  not  to.  Why,  you  don't  know  even  that 
there  was  any  moral  wrong  in  these  transactions? 

A,  I  didn't  say  so. 

Q.  Now,  don't  you  know  the  fair  settlement  was  the 
assignment  you  made  to  Mr.  Schultz  of  all  your  property 
for  the  benefit  of  the  city  and  county  of  New  York  ? 

A.  I  can't  answer.     My  memory  is  all  at  fault. 

Q.  Was  it  not  the  understanding  at  the  time  that  as- 
signment was  made  that  you  had  assigned  to  Mr.  Schultz, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  city  and  county  of  New  York,  all 
you  had  in  the  world  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  what  did  you  make  that  assignment  for? 
Was  it  not  to  eflFect  a  settlement  with  the  citv  ? 

A.  I  made  it  at  the  request  of  my  counsel.  It  was  for 
the  purpose  of —  [Coming  to  a  sudden  stop.]  Well,  the 
assignment  will  speak  for  itself.  I  don't  know.  My 
memory 

Q.  Ah,  yes — we  know — but  you  must  answer  the  ques- 
tion. * 
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A.  I  claimed  then  that  I  didn't  owe  the  city.  I 
couldn't  tell  now  the  purpose  of  the  assignment.  It  was 
under  a  reign  of  terror. 

Q,  Why  should  there  be  any  reign  of  terror  for  you  if 
the  city  honestly  owed  you  $250,000,  and  you  hadn't  been 
doing  wrong  ? 

A,  It  was  a  time  of  terror  for  everybody,  right  or 
wrong. 

Q,  Why  was  it  a  time  of  terror  for  a  good  man  who 
never  had  done  any  harm  ? 

A,  Because  there  was  no  justice  at  that  time. 

Q,  Why  should  a  good  man  care  anything  about  a  reign 
of  terror  ? 

A,  I  only  say  that  there  was  a  reign  of  terror. 

Q.  Now,  I  ask  you  again,  was  or  was  not  the  object  of 
that  assignment  which  you  made  of  all  your  property  to 
Jackson  S.  Schultz  for  the  benefit  of  tlie  City  and  County 
of  New  Vork,  made  in  order  to  enable  you  to  effect  a  set- 
tlement with  the  city? 

A,  It  is  all  expressed  in  the  assignment. 

Q.  Was  that  assignment  to  Jackson  S.  Schultz  for  the 
benefit  of  the  City  and  County  of  New  York  made  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  you  to  effect  a  settlement  with  the 
citv  of  New  York  ? 

A.  That  I  could  not  tell  you  apart  from  what  is  ex- 
pressed in  the  assignment.  I  was  hardly  responsible  at  the 
time. 

Mr.  Cole — Mr.  Keyser,  if  you  continue  to  answer  in  this 
way,  1  will  have  you  taken  before  a  judge  in  Chambers, 
and  he  will  compel  you  to  answer,  or  commit  you  for 
contempt  ? 
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Mr.  KErsER—He  conld  not  compel  rae  to  answer. 
Mr.  Cole — We'll  see  about  that. 

Q.  Now,  answer  my  question.  I  ask  yon  if  the  assign- 
ment which  you  made  at  that  time  was  not,  in  your  judg- 
ment, to  effect  a  settlement  with  the  city  of  New  York  by 
assignincr  to  Jackson  S.  Schultz  all  the  property  you 
had? 

A.  No,  sir;  1  could  not  tell  you,  I  was  hardly  respon- 
sible at  the  time. 

Q.  Who  prompted  you  to  make  an  assignment  when 
you  were  not  responsible  ? 

A.  Well,  it  was  dune  by  the  officers  of  the  city,  Mr. 
Barlow  and  Mr.   Peckhaui. 

Q.  They  made  you  make  an  as&'^nment  when  you  were 
not  responsible  !     I  don't  believe  it. 

A.  Well,  I  didn't   consider  myself   respimaible. 

Q.   Why? 

A,  Because  of  the  false  accusations  against  me  and  the 
terror  that  was  rife.      T  was  nearly  crazy. 

Q.  Yon  were  not  terrified  on  account  of  the  false  and 
fraudulent  33^  per  cent,  you  had  added  to  your  bills,  but 
only  on  account  of  the  false  accusations  against  you  ? 

A.  I  can't  answer  that  question.  1  don't  remember 
what  was  in  my  mind  at  that  time.  Give  me  questions 
that  I  can  answer. 

Q.  Please  tell  me,  then,  why  you  came  to  make  that  as- 
signment to  Jackson  S.  Schultz — what  was  the  purpose  of 
it.  1  don't  want  to  know  the  contents  of  the  paper.  1 
insist  upon  an  answer? 

A.  1  have  just  told  you  that  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q.   Have  you  any  i*ecollcction8  of  the  conversations  that 
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jon  had  with  anybody  abont  that  asBigntnent  before  it  wa» 
made! 

A.  I  had  converBations,  but  what  they  were  I  cannot 
bring  to  mind. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  idea  of  the  enbatance  of  them  in  their 
general  purport? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  they  were  about,  or  any  thing* 
about  the  general  subject  of  them  ? 

A.  No  ;  they  related  to  the  assignment. 

Q.  Did  they  relate  to  any  reasons  why  you  should  make 
an  assignment? 

A.  They  did,  but  that  was  expressed  in  the  assignment. 

Q,  Did  the  conversations  you  had  have  anything  to  do 
with  or  suggest  to  you  any  reason,  why  you  should  make 
an  assignment? 

A,  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  they  suggest  to  you  any  reasons  why  you  should 
not  make  an  assignment? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Were  they  in  relation  to  the  assignment  ? 

A,  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  they  give  you  any  reasons  why  in  their  opinion, 
you  ought  to  make  an  assignment? 

A.  1  could  not  definitely  answer  you. 

Q.  1  did  not  ask  you  what  the  reasons  wera  I  simply 
asked  you  if  any  of  those  gentlemen  in  the  conversationa 
which  you  had  with  them,  gave  you  any  reasons  why  you 
should  make  an  assignment  to  Jackson  S.  Schultz  f or  the 
benefit  of  the  city  of  New  York  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Then  why  did  you  tell  nie  that  the  reason  was  that 
you  was  terrified  by  the  lawyers 
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A.  That  was  the  reason. 

Q.  When  you  don't  recollect  the  reason  why  you  made 
the  assignment  ? 

A.  Because  I  was  sick  part  of  the  time. 

Q.  Well,  as  to  the  other  part  of  tlie  time  ? 

A.  1  could  not  give  you  any  other  answer. 

Q.  Did  you  make  that  assignment  of  your  own  free 
will  as  the  act  of  a  sane  man  ? 

A.  I  did  it  at  the  request  of  my  lawyer. 

Q.  Who  was  your  lawyer  ? 

A.  Mr.  Wetmore. 

Q.  You  don't  recollect  any  reasons  he  assigned  why 
you  should  make  that  assignment  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Yo  don't  recollect  any  reasons  that  anybody  assigned 
for  you  to  do  it  ? 

A.  Not  definitely. 

•/ 

Q.  Well,  indefinitely? 

A.  Nothing  that  I  could  place  any  opinion  on  ? 

Q.  And  yet,  Mr.  Keyser,  you  think  that  one  of  the 
reasons  that  induced  those  who  were  prosecuting  the 
"  Ring  "  frauds  to  let  up  on  you,  was  that  you  should 
give  testimony  in  those  cases  ? 

A.  That  I  know  was  one  of  the  reasons. 

Q,  When  can  you  get  the  assignment  to  Mr.  Schultz  ? 
A,  I  can  get  it  in  half  an  hour. 

Q.  Your  trustee  collected  about  $60,000  or  $70,000 
out  of  the  trustee  fund  ? 
A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  You  have  already  so  testified. 

A.  No,  I  did  not  say  that — I  could  not  tell  you  the 
amount — I  said  it  was  in  that  neighborhood. 
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Q.  What  real  estate  did  you  have  in  1871,  when  the 
Ring  exposures  firet  buret  upon  the  community  ? 

A.  I  had  the  Strangere'  Hospital,  corner  of  Avenue  I> 
and  Tenth  street 

Q.  How  much  was  that  worth  ? 

A.  It  cost  me  $86,000. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  that? 

A,  It  was  foreclosed  and  sold  for  $14,000,  about  10 
months  ago,  I  tliink. 

Q.  AVho  got  the  $14,000? 

A,  I  think  it  was  the  Dry  Dock  Bank  Company,  who 
took  it  for  their  mortgage. 

Q.  What  else  liad  you  ? 

A .  I  had  the  Strangers'  Rest  in  Pearl  street. 

Q.  What  became  of  that  ? 

A,  It  was  foreclosed,  also. 

Q.  Who  bought  it  ? 

A.  It  was  bought  by  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of 
Shook. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  his  first  name  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  tlie  first  piece  of  property  closed  out  ? 

A,  Within  a  year  or  ten  months  since. 

Q.  Was  this  part  of  the  general  property  that  you  as- 
signed to  your  trustee  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  never  assigned  any  real  estate  to  him. 

Q.  When  was  Peail  street  property  foreclosed ? 

A.  I  should  think  about  eight  or  ten  months  ago. 

Q.  What  did  that  realize  ? 

A.  Eight  or  ton /thousand  dollars. 

Q,  Who  bought;,that  in  ? 

A.  This  Mr.  Shook. 

Q.  What  else  did  you  have  in  real  estate  at  that  time  t 
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A,  I  had  a  house,  number  143  Second  avenue. 

Q,  What  became  of  that  ? 

A,  It  was  mortgaged  very  heavily  and  I  traded  it 
away.     It  was  mortgaged  for  its  full  value. 

Q,  To  whom  and  when  ? 

A,  To  a  man  named  Charles  Galler,  Sen. 

Q.  What  did  you  get  for  your  part  of  the  trade? 

A,  I  got  a  little  house  on  Second  avenue,  on  leasehold. 

Q.  Where  is  it  ? 

A,  No.  183. 

Q.  Have  you  got  that  now  ? 

A.  It  is  mortgaged  for  a  great  deal  more  than  its  value^ 
and  is  covered  by  judgments  and  executions.  I  have 
got  nothing  now. 

Q.  Have  you  got  that  piece  of  property  on  Second 
avenue  ? 

A.  It  stands  in  my  name,  but  there  is  a  judgment]  of 
$60,000  or  $70,000  on  it. 

Q,  What  else  did  you  have  in  1871  ? 

A,  I  liad  a  little  house  in  Tenth  street,  near  the  First 
avenue. 

Q,  What  did  you  do  with  that? 

A,  It  was  sold. 

Q,  When? 

A.  I  should  think  about  four  years  ago. 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A.  To  a  man  by  the  name  of  Stark. 

Q,  What  did  you  get  for  it? 

A,  $2,000  or  2,300— it  was  a  small  place. 

Q.  What  other  real  estate  did  you  have  at  that  time  ! 

A.  I  had  a  leasehold  of  a  foundry  in  Greenpoint. 

Q,  What  did  you  do  with  that? 

A,  That  was  also  sold. 
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l^Q.  Wlien  was  it  sold  and  to  whom,  and  how  much  did 
you^get  for  it  ? 

A.  It  was  sold,  I  think,  for  $7,000. 

Q.  To  whom,  and  wlien  ? 

A.  To  the  Roofc  Manufacturing  Company. 

<i.  When? 

A.  I  should  think  about  a  year  ago. 

^.  What  did  you  get  for  it? 

A.  I  think  it  realized  about  $7,000. 

Q.  What  other  property  did  you  have? 

A.  I  liad  a  piece  of  property  at  Norwalk,  Conn. 

Q.  What  did  it  consist  of  ? 

A.  Of  a  farm  and  homestead.  That  was  also  sold, 
and  the  mortgage  upon  it  was  more  than  its  value. 

Q.  When  was  it  sold  and  to  whom  ? 

A.  It  was  sold,  I  think,  about  tliree  years  ago. 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A.  To  my  wife. 

Q.  By  whom  ? 

A.  By  me. 

Q.  For  how  much  ? 

A,  I  don't  remember  the  price.  It  was  a  nominal  one. 
It  was  to  secure  her  for  a  building  she  owned  in  Ninth 
street.  When  the  property  in  Ninth  street  was  sold  she 
took  that  in  transfer. 

Q,  What  was  the  value  of  that  piece  of  property  in 
1871  ? 

A.  Do  you  mean  tlie  farm  ? 

Q.  Yes,  the  farm  and  hornestead  ? 

A.  It  cost,  I  think,  altogether  about  $14,000.  The  laud 
cost  $12,000. 

Q,  Your  wife  still  holds  that  property? 

A.  She  does. 
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Q.  What  other  piece  of  property  did  you  hold  in  1871, 
at  the  time  of  the  Ring  exix)s?ure8  ? 

j4.  I  think  I  have  giveu  you  everything. 

Q.  Consider,  and  see  if  you  have  done  so  in  point  of 
fact? 

A.  I  had  a  leasehold  of  a  store  in  Ninth  street ;  that 
ran  out  by  limitation,  and  the  property  went  back  to  its 
owners.  1  had  some  lots  also  in  South  Norwalk.  and  they 
were  sold. 

Q.  When? 

A.  I  should  think  about  three  or  four  years  ago. 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A,  I  sold  them  to  a  man  by  the  name  of  Smith,  but  I 
think  the  deeds  were  made  out  to  a  man  named  Dr. 
Pardee. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  get  for  them  ? 

A.  Six  liundred  dollars. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  else  ? 

A.  I  think  that  covers  everything. 

Q.  What  ]>roperty  was  it  you  mortgaged  to  your  trustee, 
Jackson  S.  Schultz? 

A.  The  Strangers'  Hospital,  Strangers'  Rest,  the  Sec- 
ond avenue  property,  and  the  Greenpoint  foundry  lease- 
hold. 

Q.  For  what  sum  did  you  mortgage  each  of  these 
pieces  of  property  to  him? 

A,  I  mortgaged  it  all  together  to  cover  the  amount  of 
a  loan  he  made  to  me. 

Q.  Oh,  it  was  a  personal  loan  from  him  to  you? 

A,  Yes,  a  personal  loan.  It  amounted  to  in  the  neigh- 
borhood (»f  this  money  he  collected.  He  collected  this 
money  and  then  turned  around  and  loaned  it  to  me. 
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Q,  Tlie  money  he  collected  and  lield  in  tniBt  for  the 
city  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  ho  held  it  in  trust.  He  paid  me 
back  my  own  money. 

Q,  The  money  he  collected  on  those  assigned  claims 
from  Tweed  and  the  rest  of  them,  and  held  in  trust  for 
the  city  of  New  York !  he  paid  it  back  to  you  ? 

A.  lie  did. 

Q,  And  what  did  you  do  with  it  ? 

A.  I  paid  my  debts —debts  that  I  had  incurred  in  doing 
the  city  work. 

Q.  And  how  much  did  he  make  out  of  the  mortgages 
he  took  as  security  for  this  amount  he  gave  you? 

A.  They  wiped  out  his  claims. 

Q.  What  wiped  out  his  claims? 

A.  The  first  mortgages. 

Q.  80  the  whole  trust  fund  collected  by  him  for  the 
city  is  wiped  out  ? 

A.  Well,  the  documents  will  show. 

Q,  And  this  money  was  collected  under  that  trust  deed 
and  held  by  Mr.  Schultz  as  truptee,  and  he  afterward 
loaned  it  to  you  on  second  mortgages  on  this  property, 
and  the  property  was  sold  under  foreclosure  of  the  first 
mortgages,  and  nothing  was  saved.  Then  you  have  noth- 
ing to  restore  to  the  city  ? 

A,  I  have  $200,000,  and  more,  of  claims  against  the 
city. 

Q.  Are  you  willing  to  give  those  claims  to  the  city  ? 

A.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  have  been  willing  to 
give  them  for  the  last  six  years. 

Q,  And  they  won't  have  them  ? 

A.  No. 

Q,  How  much  are  you  worth  now  ? 
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A.  Not  a  dollar.     Not  one  dollar. 

Q,  And  you  haven't  anything  to  pay  back  to  the  city 
any  part  of  what  you  aided  in  stealing? 

A.  I  haven't  got  a  dollar. 

Q.  How  are  you  maintaining  yourself  ? 

A.  On  a  salary  of  $1,200  a  year  from  the  Keyser  Stove 
Works  Co. 

Q,  Who  compose  that  company  ? 

A.  John  Began  and  James  Greyburn,  and  P.  A.  Palmer, 
and — I  don't  remember  who  the  others  are.  Until  my 
brother's  death  he  was  a  stockholder. 

Q.  And  you  have  nothing  to  give  back? 

A.  Not  a  dollar. 

Q.  And  you  think  you  have  not  defrauded  the  city  ? 

A.  On  a  fair  accounting,  I  think  we  would  be  square. 

Q.  Have  you,  in  good  faith,  under  your  oath,  given  me 
all  the  information  you  have  about  the  affairs  of  the 
Ring  ? 

A.  I  have,  unless  you  can  suggest  some  names.  I  don't 
know  any  thing  further. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  else  that  you  recollect  or  know 
of  that  would  enable  this  Committee  to  lind  out  the 
frauds  against  tiie  city  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  more. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  persons  that  shared  in 
the  spoils  of  these  fraudulent  transactions  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  never  knew  that  there  was  anything  wrong 
when  those  gentlemen  told  yon  to  add  33^  per  cent,  to 
your  bills,  and  did  not  inquire  where  it  was  going  till  you 
saw  it  in  the  newspapers  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  you  think   you  have  done  bona  fide  work  of  the 
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value  of  more  than  $2,000,000  or  $3,000,000  for  the  City 
aud  County  of  New  York  ? 

A.  I  could  not  answer  you  that  question. 

Q,  Do  you  think  upon  a  fair  valuation  of  the  work 
which  you  did,  and  the  material  which  you  furnished  to 
the  City  and  County  of  New  York,  that  the  amount 
would  be  $3,0u0,000  at  the  current  market  rates. 

A.  I  think  that  would  be  about  it.  If  the  experts  ap- 
pointed by  Mr.  Green  had  gone  over  my  work  there  would 
have  been  a  settlement  long  since,  which  would  show  very 
little  difference  between  us.  He  did  send  a  man  to  go 
round  with  Mr.  Jackson  S.  Schultz,  but  for  some  reason  I 
don't  know,  the  matter  was  dropped. 

Q.  So  y(»u  think  that  after  all  you  never  have  defrauded 
the  City  out  of  anything? 

A.  I  think  on  a  fair  accounting  we  would  be  about 
even. 

Q.  How  much  do  you  think  the  city  owes  you  ? 

A,  Speaking  from  memory,  near  $300,000.  Jt  is  short 
of  that  sometliing. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Keyser,  you  say  the  city  owes  you  $300,- 
000.  Vou  have  said  that  there  has  been  $2,500,000  paid 
to  you.  One-third  of  that  is  $800,000.  You  say  you  have 
helped  to  steal  just  this  amount.  Now,  how  do  you  account 
for  your  statement  that  in  a  fair  accounting  the  city  still 
owes  you,  or  that  you  would  be  about  even  ? 

A.  A  large  proportion  of  my  bills  was  not  increased 
33^  per  cent. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  proportion  that  was  not  so  in- 
creased ? 

A,  I  don't  know  how  many  of  them. 

Mr.  Cole — I  am  through  with  you.  Please  bring  here 
every  memorandum  and  piece  of  documentary  evidence 


687 


that  will  throw  any  light  npon  yonr  transactions  in  con- 
nection with  the  city  and  county. 

Q.  (By  Aldemiau  Cowing) — What  is  your  age  at  thia 
time? 

A.  I  am  57  years  old. 

Q.  Are  yon  under  medical  treatment  for  any  ailment  of 
your  mind  ? 

A.  I  should  think  not. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  whether  you  are  or  not? 

A.  I  never  was.     I  might  ask  you  the  same  question. 

Q.  When  I  am  on  the  witness  stand,  I  will  allow  you 
to  ask  me  that  question.  Were  you  ever  under  treat- 
ment for  softening  of  the  brain  ? 

A,  No,  sir;  not  that  I  know  of. 

Q,  Or  for  any  mental  defect  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  cease  doing  active  business? 

A.  I  never  left  off. 

Q.  Are  you  in  active  business  now  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  nature  of  your  business  ? 

A.  I  am  putting  in  furnaces,  doing  plumbing  work, 
making  estimates  and  doing  everything  necessary  in  the 
employment  in  which  I  am  engaged. 

Q,  You  have  solely  tx)  do  with  that  branch  of  the  busi 
uess? 

A.  I  think  I  have  all  the  important  part  to  do? 

Q.  Are  you  capable  of  transacting  alt  that  business  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  complained  of  for  not  being 
able  to  do  your  business  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  not  in  the  habit  of  making  mistakes  1 
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A,  Yes,  sir;  I  make  mistakes  sometimes;  my  memory 
is  still  had. 

Q.  Does  this  firm  that  employs  you  understand  that  ? 

A,  Yes,  they  do. 

Q,  Have  you  made  application  to  go  through  bank- 
ruptcy ? 

A,   Ves,  I  have. 

Q.  What  is  your  intention  ? 

A,  To  ^et  discharged  from  my  debts. 

Q.  Do  you  intend  to  go  into  any  now  business  after- 
wards ? 

A,  1  intend  to  get  a  living  as  long  as  I  stay  in  the 
world. 

Q,  Can  you  say  what  was  the  amount  of  money  you 
helped  to  defraud  the  city? 

A,  1  cannot. 

Q,  Can  you  say  it  was  $3,000,000  ? 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Was  it  $2,000,000? 

A,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Was  it  $1,000,000? 

A,  I  don't  know. 

Q,  On  your  oath  you  would  not  say  that  it  waa 
$1,000,000? 

A,  It  might  have  been. 

Q,  Do  you  think  it  was  honest  at  the  time  that  you 
entered  into  the  arrangement  to  add  33^  per  cent,  to  the 
bills  that  3'ou  presented  to  the  city  for  more  than  was 
justly  due  you? 

A,  Many  of  those  bills  had  been  laying  over  for  a  long 
time. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  it  honest  ? 

A.  I  have  said  that  it  was  not  morally  honest. 
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Q.  What  kind  of  honesty  is  there  besides  moral 
honesty  ? 

A.  I  did  not  consider  that.     I  will  leave  that  to  you. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  when  you  entered  into  a  dishonest 
arrangemeut  to  defraud  the  city,  that  such  a  proceeding 
was  an  Iionect  one  ? 

A.  I  was  compelled  to  do  it. 

Q,  In  order  to  get  your  dues,  you  wore  compelled  to 
act  dishonestly  ? 

A.  That  is  just  what  I  did. 

Q.  You  never  made  any  restitution  to  the  city? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Since  these  frauds  were  developed,  have  you  never 
taken  pains  to  sit  down  to  lind  out  from  your  books  how 
you  stood  in  your  accounts  with  the  city — you  have  books 
of  account,  have  you  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  are  they  ? 

A.  In  my  place  of  business. 

Q,  Since  these  frauds  were  discovered,  have  you  not 
taken  pains  to  find  out  how  much  the  city  owed  you,  or 
you  owed  the  city  ? 

A,  No,  sir,  I  never  have. 

Q.  Why  liave  you  not  done  so  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Have  you  never  directed  your  book-keeper  to  do  so? 

A,  No,  sir ;  the  only  attempt  that  was  ever  made,  was 
when  French  went  around  and  spent  three  or  four  months 
trying  to  iind  out  how  much  work  I  had  done  for  the 
city,  and  then  the  matter  was  dropped. 

Q.  Did  tiiey  examine  your  books  ? 

A.  Yes,  and  they  went  to  different  places  in  the  city, 
to  see  the  work  that  had  been  done  by  me. 


Q.  When  did  jou  make  up  yonr  trial  balance? 

A.  My  books  were  never  kept  very  well.  I  am  not  a 
good  book-keeper  myself. 

Q.  And  your  bookkeeper  was  a  bad  one — was  he  t 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  books  did  you  keep  ? 

A,  We  kept  a  regular  set  of  books. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  a  ledger  account  with  the  city  t 

A.  No,  sir;  the  bills  were  made  out  from  the  blotter. 

Q.  Don't  your  books  show  the  bills  on  which  this  83^ 
per  cent,  was  added  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  the  bills  that  came  from  the  Board  of 
Audit,  when  the  new  Board  of  Audit  was  formed,  were 
taken  out,  and  the  88^  per  cent,  was  added  to  them. 

Q.  Can  you  inform  this  Committee,  at  the  next  meet- 
ing, the  exact  amount  of  the  bills  on  which  this  33^  per 
cent,  was  added  ? 

A.  1  cannot  di)  it. 

Q.  Is  there  any  clue,  by  which  that  can  be  discovered? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  no  idea  of  how  much  they  amounted  to  f 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  can  you  expect  a  settlement  with  the  city  if 
you  cannot  tell  from  your  books  the  amount  of  your  claim 
against  the  city  7 

A.  By  going  over  the  work  again  and  examining  it. 

Q,  Is  that  the  only  way  ? 

A.  That  is  the  only  way  it  can  be  done. 

Q.  Has  your  memory  always  been  so  defective  I 
A.  It  has,  always. 
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Q.  How  far  back  does  it  go  ?  Do  yon  remember  whether 
you  had  yonr  breakfast  this  morning? 

A.  It  is  in  yonr  power,  sir,  to  insult  me,  that  is  all. 

Q.  I  only  want  to  test  liow  far  back  your  memory  can 

A.  Well,  if  you  insist  upon  it  I  will  answer  you.  I  was 
sick  this  morning,  and  had  no  breakfast. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Did  you  testify  in  the  Hall  trial  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q.  Is  it  your  best  judgment  that  the  testimony  which 
you  htive  given  to-day  is  substantially  the  same  as  that 
which  you  gave  at  the  Hall  trial  ? 

A.  1  don't  know.  I  told  you  all  I  know  about  these 
matters. 

Q.  Was  what  3^ou  swore  on  the  Hall  trial  true  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  what  you  swear  to  now — is  it  true? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  if  they  do  not  coincide  it  is  owing  to  a  defect 
in  your  memory  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Next  Monday  morning  we  will  want  your  books  in 
order  to  see  what  they  show  in  regard  to  these  matters,  and 
to  find  out  if  the  city  owes  you  $200,000. 

A.  I  don't  know  that  they  would  enable  you  to  find 
out  that.  That  could  not  be  done  unless  I  could  go  about 
and  point  it  out  I  have  been  pressing  for  a  settlement  in 
that  way  for  a  long  time. 

Q,  1  thought  yon  made  an  arrangement  with  some  one 
or  other  that  you  would  give  testimony  to  help  the  city  in 
tliese  suits  if  you  were  not  sent  to  the  Penitentiary,  where 
you  should  have  been  sent  ? 

A.  I  have. 
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Q.  WTiat  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  you  have  been 
pressiiifi^  for  a  settlement  of  your  accounts  ? 

A.  I  mean  to  sav  that  1  wanted  some  one  to  jjo  around 
to  the  different  places  where  I  did  work,  to  show  what  had 
been  done. 

Q.  Supposing  that  the  work  is  all  just  as  you  say  it  is, 
what  I  want  is  tlie  written  data  which  you  were  to  give  to 
show  that — can  vou  do  so  ? 

A,   i  could  not. 

Q.  Then  what  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  you  were 
wanting  them  to  go  with  you  to  show  them  the  work? 
What  I  w^ant  is  an  account  to  correspond  with  the  claims 
you  make  for  the  work? 

A,  I  have  no  idea  that  mv  books  would  show  that. 

Q,  How,  then,  did  you  expect  at  any  time  to  settle  3'our 
accounts  with  the  officials? 

A.  I  wanted  to  show  them  the  work. 

Q.  What  you  proposed  to  do  is  to  take  them  n»und  and 
show  them  the  work  you  have  done,  and  tell  them  that 
amounts  to  so  many  dollars.     Is  tiiat  what  you  say  ? 

A.  I  propose  to  take  them  round  and  show  them  the 
work  that  had  been  done,  and  taken  down,  and  replaced, 
and  also  what  had  been  done  elsewhere  and  charged  to 
the  Court  House  building. 

Q,  Can  you  make  a  list  of  that  work  now  including 
the  work  done  and  replaced  in  the  Court  House,  and 
also  that  on  i^lack well's  Island  ;  put  in  everything  iu 
the  Court  House  that  belongs  to  it? 

A,  I  don't  know  whether  I  could  do  that  or  not. 

Q.  Could  you  do  it? 

A.   I  don't  think  that  I  could. 

(^,  Why  then  do  you  make  this  statement  that  you 
were  constantly  pressing  the  city  for  a  settlement,  if  you 
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are  unable  to  show  the  amounts  that  you  actually  received, 
or  the  work  that  you  actually  did  ? 

A,  We  only  commenced  to  go  through  with  the  ac- 
counting, when  it  waa  dropped. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  in  a  condition  to  do  that — to 
show  the  amounts  that  you  received  and  the  work  that 
you  did  for  it? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q,  Can  you  do  so  now  ? 

A.  I  think  I  could. 

Q,  I  want  you  to  give  us  the  amounts  that  you  have 
received  and  the  work  that  you  did  from  your  books? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  from  my  books. 

Q.  Where  are  you  going  to  get  the  data  from? 

A.  Some  of  it  is  in  my  books. 

Q.   Where  is  the  rest  of  it  ? 

A,  I  can  get  the  diita  from  the  work  itself. 

Q.  How? 

A.  Frcnn  the  fact  that  a  great  deal  of  it  was  charged 
to  the  other  bureaus,  and  you  cannot  find  out  that  till 
you  place  all  the  work. 

Q.  How  arc  you  going  to  find  out  the  money  that  you 
got  for  each  piece  of  work  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Are  you  or  are  you  not,  or  have  you  ever  been,  in  a 
condition  to  state  your  account  against  the  city? 

A.  1  think  I  could. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Did  you  swear  in  your 
bankruptcy  proceedings  that  you  kept  accurate  books  of 
account  since  1S67? 

A.  1  don't  know  whether  I  said  that  or  not. 

Q.  Have  you  kept  accurate  books  of  account  since 
18G7? 
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A.  They  were  not  very  accarate. 

Q,  Yon  have  kept  books  of  account,  but  they  were 
not  very  accurate,  and  would  not  disclose  the  state  of  j'our 
affairs  since  1867  ? 

A,  They  hardly  would. 

Q.  How  is  it  that  your  recollection  as  to  real  estate  is 
better  than  as  to  other  things  ? 

A.  Because  they  were  great  things  and  involved  the 
consideration  of  materials. 

Witness  was  ordered  to. appear  again  at  the  next  meet- 
ing,  and  to  bring  with  him  the  assignment  to  Shultz,  and 
any  other  documents  he  may  have  that  will  serve  to  re- 
fresh his  memory. 

Tlie  Committee  then  adjourned  until  Monday,  the  26th 
inst,  at  2  o'clock,  p.  m. 


TWENTY-FOURTH  DAY. 


NOVEMBKB  26,  1877. 
Preeent — Alderman  Lewis, 

"  Cowing, 

**  Slevin. 

John  H.  Keyser,  having  taken  the  stand,  his  examina- 
tion which  was  continued  from  the  24th  instant,  was  re- 
sumed, as  follows: 

[At  Mr.  Cole's  request  witness  produced  the  two  as- 
signments made  by  him  to  Jackson  S.  Shultz.] 
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Q.  Did  you  sign  these  papers  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  were  signed  on  the  dates  they  bear  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Do  you  expect  any  immunity  from  the  city  of  New 
York  on  the  ground  that  you  will  give  such  testimony  as 
you  may  be  able  concerning  the  Ring  frauds? 

A.  I  am  giving 

Q,  Do  you  expect  any  immunity  on  account  of  giving 
testimony  concerning  the  Ring  frauds  ?  Please  answer 
my  question. 

A,  I  can  only  answer  you  by  saying  I  have  testified. 

Q.  But  you  must  answer  me  by  saying  Yes  or  No? 

A.  I  can  only  answer  you  in  that  way,  sir  ;  I  couldn't 
do  it  (a  pause) ;  I  testified  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge 
at  all  times  (another  pause) ;  I  believe  that  was  the  date, 
but  when  it  was  done  I  was  so  sick  I  couldn't  hold  ray 
head  up. 

Q.  When  what  was  done  ? 

A.  Both  of  these  papers. 

Q.  Who   held   your  hand  while  you  wrote  your  name? 
A.  I  don't  think  anybody. 

Q.  You  could  hold  your  hand  up,  could  yon  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir.' 

Q.  But  your  head  you  couldn't  hold  up? 
A,  I  couldn't  tell. 

Q.  IIow  were  the  papers  before  you  ? 

A,  I  couldn't  tell  ;  it's  a  blank  the  whole  of  it. 

Q.  Well,  when  you  testified  the  other  day  that  jOtt 
were  induced  by  the  lawyers  to  do  it,  you  didn't  know 
whether  you  were  or  not?     It  was  all  a  blank  ? 

A,  That  was  when  it  was  done. 
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Q.  But  you  don't  remernber  to  have  signed  the  paper 
at  all  ? 

A.  Oh,  yes,  I  do. 

Q,  Well,  then,  it  isn't  all  a  blank.  Let  us  see  if  we 
can't  fill  up  some  of  the  rest  of  the  blanks.  Where 
were  you  when  you  signed  that  paper  ? 

A.  I  was  in  my  sick-room. 

Q,  When  you  signed  the  first  paper  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  ' 

Q.  And  when  you  signed  the  second  paper  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  General  Barlow  there  ? 

A.  He  was. 

Q.  And  you  could  not  raise  your  head  from  the  pillow  T 

A.  I  was  lying  sick  on  the  sofa. 

Q.  You  don't  know  the  day  of  the  month  it  was,  and 
have  no  idea? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  What  was  the  matter  with  yon  ? 

A.  I   could  not  tell,  except  it  was  nervous  prostration. 

Q,  Consequent  upon  what? 

A.  Consequent  upon  the  troubles  in  which  I  was  in- 
volved. 

(>.  To  the  best  of  your  knowledge  and»  belief,  were 
these  two  papers  executed  on  the  date  they  respectively 
bear? 

A,  Ye?,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  that  would  have  been  a  perfectly  proper  an- 
swer to  have  given  to  both  of  my  questions. 

A.  I  would  have  been  glad  to  have  answered  you,  had 
I  undei*stood  you  better. 

Q,  Have  you  read  these  papers  since  you  were  on  the 
stand,  the  other  day  ? 
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A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Can  yon  tell  how  yon  came  to  sign  those  two  paperB 
— ^both  of  which  are  dated  October  6,  1871  ? 

A,  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Were  yon  sworn  the  other  day  ? 

A.  I  was ;  I  told  you  then  that  it  was  at  the  suggestion 
of  my  lawyer. 

Q.  Yon  have  a  claim  still  against  the  city  which  yon 
have  testified  was  for  work  done  and  materials  furnished 
prior  to  October  6,  1871  ? 

A,  Part  of  it  was  for  work  done  before  that,  and  part 
after  that,  I  think. 

Q,  Did  they  give  you  any  work  to  do  after  that? 

A,  I  did  not  finish  up  the  contracts  that  I  was  on  until 
December. 

Q.  Some  of  it  was  for  work  done  before  October  the 
6th,  and  all  of  it  was  for  contracts  before  that? 
A,  I  don't  know  that. 

Q,  Did  yon  ever  make  a  contract  with  the  city  of  New 
York  after  you  gave  these  assignments  to  Shultz  ? 
A.  I  had  many  orders  which  I  refused. 

Q.  About  what  time  did  the  orders  from  the  city 
authorities  come? 

A,  I  should  think  about  November. 

Q,  Now,  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge  and  belief,  how 
much  of  this  $250,000  claim,  which  you  testified  you  have 
now  against  the  city,  accrued  prior  to  the  making  of  this 
assignment  of  October  6,  1871  ? 

A.  A  very  larij^e  portion  of  it. 

Q.  Accrued  before  that  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  After  you  made  these  assignments,  did  you  consider 
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that  yon  had  a  claim  against  the  city  of  New  York  on 
that  part  which  had  accraed  before  October  Gth  f 

A.  (After  a  paase.)  Not  after  those. 

Q.  Then  what  do  you  mean  when  you  swore  here  the 
other  day  that  you  still  had  $250,000  claims  against  the 
city  ? 

A.  I  meant  that  there  was  that  much  work  that  had 
not  been  paid  for ;  that's  all. 

Q,  You  did  not  mean  anything  at  all  when  you  said  you 
had  a  good  claim  against  the  city  ? 

A,  I  have  no  claims  against  the  city ;  most  of  the  claims 
are  in  that  assignment. 

Q.  Have  you  read  the  assignment  since  my  examination 
of  you  last  Saturday  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Now  the  assignment  reads  as  follows  : 

"In  considei-ation  of  $1,  to  me  in  hand  paid  by  Jackson 
S.  Schultz,  of  the  city  of  New  York,  I  do  hereby  sell, 
assign,  transfer,  and  set  over  unto  said  Schultz  all  claims, 
demands,  and  causes  of  action  which  I  have,  or  may  have, 
against  the  county  of  New  York  or  against  the  city  of  New 
York,  or  either  of  them  ;  and  also  all  debts,  sums  of  money, 
due  or  owing  to  me  by  said  county  and  said  city,  or  either 
of  them.  Said  Schultz  is  to  collect  said  claims,  demands, 
debts,  moneys,  or  to  release  the  same  to  said  city  or  county, 
or  to  use  them  as  offsets  against  any  claims  or  demands 
which  said  county  or  city  may  legally  and  fairly  have 
against  me,  according  as  one  or  the  other  of  said  courses 
shall  appear  to  said  Schultz  to  be  in  accordance  with 
justice  and  fair  dealing,  or  said  Schultz  is  to  make  such 
other  disposition  of  said  claims,  demands,  causes  of  action, 
debts,  and  sums  of  money  as  he  shall  deem  to  be  in  accoixi- 
ance  with  honesty,  justice,  and  fair  dealing,  and  for  the 
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consideration  aforesaid  I  hereby  sell,  assign,  transfer,  and 
set  over  unto  said  Sclniltz  all  bills,  books,  accounts, 
vouchers  and  papers,  documents  and  instruments  relating 
to  or  containing  records  or  entries  of  any  of  said  claims, 
demands,  causes  of  action,  debts,  or  moneys;  and  it  is 
further  provided,  and  this  assignment  is  made  upon  the 
express  condition  that  if  any  suits  are  or  may  be  brought 
by  either  the  city. or  county  of  New  York  against  said 
Keyser,  and  if  it  shall  become  necessary  that  the  legal 
title  to  any  of  said  claims,  demands,  causes  of  action, 
debts  or  sums  of  money,  shall  be  vested  in  said  Keyser  for 
the  purpose  of  offsetting  the  same,  or  for  the  purposes  of 
defense,  then  and  in  that  case  said  Schultz  hereby  prom- 
ises and  agrees  to  assign  reassign  any  or  all  of  said  claims, 
demands,  or  causes  of  action,  debts,  sums  of  moneys  to 
said  Keyser,  or  for  his  request." 

John  11.  Keyske." 

"  Sworn  to  before  me,  the  (>th  i 
day  of  October,  1871,  ) 

T.  J.  McCarthy, 

Notary  Public/' 


"  State  of  Np:w  York,  ) 

City  and  (.'ounty  of  New  York,  f 

On  the  (jth  day  of  October,  1871,  before  me  pei^soually 
came  John  H.  Keyser,  to  me  pereonally  known,  and  known 
to  me  to  be  the  person  described  in  and  who  executed  the 
foregoing  instrument,  and  acknowledges  that  he  executed 
the  same  for  the  uses  and  purposes  therein  named. 

(Signed)  T.  J   McCarthy, 

Notary  Public, 

New  York  County." 
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Q.  What  is  that  erasure  (pointing  to  the  words  "  Orison 
Blunt,  $1,881  ")  ? 

A,  I  don't  know.     It  is  in  my  handwriting. 

Q.  Can  you  ^ess  ? 

A.  From  my  knowledge  of  the  matter  it  is  a  mistake 
and  was  crossed  out. 

Q.  Who  crossed  it  out  ? 

A,  I  don't  know. 

Q,  When  was  it  crossed  out  ? 

A,  That  I  don't  know.     He  paid  that  claim. 

Q.  Where  has  the  paper  been  ? 

A.  It  should  be  the  same  as  that  in  the  Court. 

Q,  What  do  you  mean  when  you  say  "  that  whereas  I, 
John  H.  Keyscr,  of  the  City  of  New  York,  am  indebted 
to  the  County  of  New  York,  and  also  unto  the  City  of 
New  Ytjrk,  in  divers  sums  of  money,  which  said  sums  I 
desire  to  ])ay,  etc.,"  if  as  you  now  say,  the  City  of  New 
York  is  still  in  your  debt,  or  that,  upon  a  fair  accounting, 
you  would  1)C  about  even? 

A.  I  thou<^lit,  when  I  made  that  assignment,  that  I  was 
indebted  to  the  city. 

Q.  At  that  time  you  thought  so  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  AVhat  has  happened  since  this  paper  was  executed 
which,  in  your  judgment,  has  changed  the  fact  that 
whereas  at  that  time  you  were  "indebted  in  divers  sums 
to  the  City  and  County  of  New  York,"  now,  you  would 
nf)t  be  ? 

A.  1  have  not  said  that. 

Q,  What  would  be  the  explanation  ? 

A.  I  thought  that  from  having  made  the  overcharge 
against  the  city,  that  I  was  indebted  to  the  city. 

Q,  What  did  you  mean,  the  other  day,  when  you  per- 
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sistently  stated  that,  on  a  fair  accounting,  there  would  be 
but  very  little  difference  between  you  and  the  city  ? 

A.  I  believed  there  would  be,  and  I  believe  so  still. 

Q.  Is  that  all  the  explanation  that  you  can  give? 

A.  I  have  just  told  you. 

Q.  Well,  I  shall  not  press  it  if  you  can  give  no  other 
— Was  that  all  that  was  due  to  yon  from  every  person 
and  corporation  at  the  time  this  deed  was  made  ? 

A,  It  was  all  that  was  taken  in  there  at  that  time. 

Q.  Was  it  a  list  of  all  the  persons  who  were  then  in- 
debted to  you  ? 

A,  It  was  not. 

Q,  Why  was  it  that  these  debts  were  selected  from 
otiiers  to  be  the  subject  of  this  assignment? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  the  real  motive.  There  was 
no  motive  of  mine  in  it.  I  wished  to  screen  them  all.  I 
would  never  have  asked  any  of  them  to  pay  ine  a  dollar 
back.  I  would  never  have  asked  Tweed  or  any  other 
man  to  pay  me  a  dollar  back,  and  would  not  t(»  this  day. 

Q,  Although  you  knew  that  Tweed  got  it  fraudulently 
from  the  city  by  means  of  your  raised  bills,  you  would 
not  have  asked  him  to  pay  back  a  dollar? 

^.  I  do  not  care  how  they  got  it.  They  were  all  in 
trouble,  and  I  did  not  care  to  trouble  them  any  more. 

Q,  By  whose  suggestion  was  it  done  ? 

A.  It  was  all  done  by  the  lawyers. 

Q.  What  lawyers  ? 

A,  General  Barlow,  and,  I  think,  Mr.  Peckham  and  Mr. 
Shultz. 

Q.  Upon  what  theory  were  those  names  selected,  and 
those  amounts  for  restitution  ? 

A.  They  said  they  would  take  them,  and  collect   them. 

Q.  Upon   what    tlieory   were  those  particular    claims 
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culled  from  the  mass  of  claims  due  to  you,  and  put  into 
this  assignment.     Why  those  rather  than  others? 

A.  There  was  no  mass  of  claims. 

Q,  Can  you  give  me  no  other  answer  than  that  ? 

A,  My  answer  is  that  I  don't  know — (after  a  pause) — 
upon  the  theory  tliat  those  men  were  connected  as  default- 
ers to  the  city. 

Q,  That  they  were  connected  as  defaulters  to  the  city  I 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Upon  that  theory,  these  claims  were  picked  out 
from  the  other  claims,  and  you  turned  them  over  to  your 
trustee,  Mr.  Shultz? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  here  is  another  deed  of  trust  to  Mr.  Shultz — 
how  did  you  come  to  make  that  ? 

A .  Because  they  asked  me  to  do  so. 

Q,  Did  they  give  you  any  reason? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  }'ou. 

Q,   What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

A,  1  don't  know.  I  simply  signed  the  agreements  that 
they  made  out  for  me. 

Q.  I  see  that  this  second  one  has  the  name  of  F.  G. 
Barlow  signed  to  it  as  a  witness,  and  that  it  is  ac- 
knowledged before  T.  J.  McCarthy,  a  notary  public — was 
General  Barlow  present? 

A,  I  think  he  was  present. 

Q.  You  don't  recollect  any  reason  why  these  two  papers 
were  made  out  instead  of  one  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

[Counsel  here  read  the  second  assignment  made  by 
Keyser  to  Shultz,  as  follows: — 

"  Whereas  I,  John  H.  Keyser,  of  the  city  of  New  York, 
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am  indebted  unto  the  county  of  New  York,  and  also 
unto  the  city  of  New  York,  in  divers  sums  of 
money,  which  said  sums  I  desire  to  pay  or  secure  to  be 
paid ;  now,  therefore,  in  consideration  of  the  premises 
herein,  and  the  further  consideration  of  one  dollar  to  me 
in  hand  paid  by  Jackson  S.  Shultz,  of  the  city  of  New 
York,  I  do  hereby  sell,  assign,  transfer,  and  set  over  unto 
the  said  Shultz  all  claims,  demands  and  causes  of  action 
which  I  have  or  may  have  against  the  National  Broadway 
Bank  of  the  City  of  New  York,  and  all  debts  and  sums  of 
money  due,  owing,  or  to  become  due  or  owing  to  me  by 
or  from  said  bank. 

And  for  the  consideration  aforesaid,  I  do  further  sell, 
assign,  transfer,  and  set  over  unto  the  said  Shultz  all 
claims,  demands,  and  causes  of  action  which  I  have  or 
may  have  against  any  of  the  persons,  firms,  or  corpora- 
tions mentioned  in  the  schedule  hereunto  annexed,  and 
all  debts  and  sums  of  money  due  or  owing,  or  to  become 
due  or  owing  to  me  by  or  from  said  persons,  firms,  or  cor- 
porations, or  any  or  either  of  them.  Said  claims,  demands, 
causes  of  action,  debts,  or  sums  of  money  are  wholly  or 
mainly  for  work,  labor,  and  services  done  and  performed  by 
me  for  said  persons,  firms,  and  corporations,  during  the 
time  from  January  1,  1864,  to  date,  or  for  materials  fur- 
nished by  me  to  said  persons,  firms  or  corporations  during 
said  time,  and  are  of  about  the  amounts  set  opposite 
said  names  in  said  schedule,  and  are  all  due  and 
owing  to  me.  And  for  the  consideration  aforesaid, 
I  hereby  sell,  assign,  set  over  and  transfer  unto 
said  Shultz  all  bills,  books,  papei-s,  accounts,  vouchers, 
documents,  and  instruments  concerning,  relating  to,  show- 
ing, or  containing  entries  relating  to  said  claims,  demands, 
causes  of  action,  debts,  or  sums  of  money. 
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This  assignment  or  transfer  is  made  to  said  Shultz  for 
the  following  uses  and  purposes,  that  is  to  say,  said  Shultz 
is  to  collect  and  enforce  said  claims,  demands,  causes  of 
action,  debts  and  moneys,  and  out  of  the  proceeds  thereof 
shall  first  pay  the  legal  and  reasonable  expenses  of  col- 
lection, and  out  of  the  balance,  or  net  proceeds  thereof, 
shall  pay  unto  the  city  of  New  York  and  also  imto  the 
county  of  New  York,  such  sums  of  money  as  I  shall  be 
found,  upon  a  fair  or  just  and  fair  accounting  and  allow- 
ance of  legal  proofs  and  offsets,  to  owe  imto  said  city  or 
county,  or  either  of  them. 

New  York,  October  6,  1871. 


John  H.  Keyseb." 


"  In  presence  of 

Feanois  C.  Baelow. 


"  State  of  New  Yoek,  ) 

City  and  County  of  New  York,  j 

On  this  6th  day  of  October,  1871,  before  me  personally 
came  John  H.  Keyser,  to  me  personally  known,  and  known 
to  be  the  person  described  in  and  who  executed  the  fore- 
going instrument,  and  acknowledged  that  he  executed  the 
same  for  the  uses  and  purposes  therein  named. 

T.  J.  McCaethy, 

Notary  Public, 

New  York  County. 
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The  schedule  hereinbefore  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

John  Fox   $1,661  38 

R  B.  Connolly 9,909  55 

J.  T.  Connolly 2,510  54 

R.  C.  Hutchings 1,082  66 

Andrew  Bleakley 915  08 

Andrew  Willman 219  66 

E.  A.  Woodward 19,832  44 

James  Hayes. : 486  88 

William  M.  Tweed 41,17T  77 

W.  E.  King 32,000  00 

M.  B.  Wilson 399  83 

A.  J.  Garvey 435  00 

G.  W.  McLean 11,361  00 

James  McGowan 84  50 

M.  J.  Farrell 31  72 

Terence  Farley 2,444  85 

W.  M.  Edelsten 101  45 

W.    A.    Herring 20G  00 

I  hereby  further  assign,  set  over  and  transfer  to  Jackson 
S.  Shultz,  for  the  purposes  and  trusts,  and  subject  to  the  con- 
ditions, terms  and  words  of  the  above  assignment,  and  in 
consideration  of  one  dollar  to  me  in  hand  paid,  receipt 
whereof  is  hereby  acknowledged,  the  following  bills,  to 
wit :  Orison  Blunt,  $1,801 ;  Charles  G.  Cornell,  $407.13. 

New  York,  February  16,  1872. 

John  H.  Ketskb. 

Signed,  sealed,  and  delivered  ) 
m  presence  of  f 

Peter  B.  Olnby." 
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Q,  In  the  light  of  that  assignment,  will  j'ou  please  tell 
me  wliy  you  swure  the  other  day  that  the  city  still  oweft 
you  $250,000  ? 

A.  1  don't  know  that  I  have  got  yonr  idea. 

Q,  You  assigned,  on  October  the  6th,  1871,  all  the  debts 
and  sums  of  money  due  or  owing  to  yon,  to  Jackson  S. 
Shultz,  for  the  benefit  of  the  city  and  county  of  New 
York  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  is  it,  then,  that  subsequent  to  that  assignment 
you  now  persistently  say  that  the  city  is  owing  to  yea 
$250,000,  and  that  you  have  been  seeking  for  several  years 
to  recover  it? 

A.  I  never  claimed  it,  and  1  never  asked  them  for  it. 
The  explanation  of  it  is  that  I  told  Mr.  Shultz  and  Mr. 
Barlow  that  the  city  was  still  owing  to  me  a  large  amount 
of  money.  They  said  that  they  would  take  those  bills^ 
and  have  them  as  an  offset  to  the  claims  against  me,  and 
would  give  me  a  settlement  and  clearance.  Mr.  Shultz 
went  in  good  faith  to  Mr.  Green  to  try  to  have  it  done, 
but  I  believe  he  never  succeeded.  I  went  with  him  on 
one  occasion  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  CoLK — Now,  that  is  a  clear  and  business-like  state* 
ment. 

Q,  Each  one  of  these  claims,  so  far  as  you  know  or  so 
far  as  yon  have  been  informed  by  any  person  whatever, 
was  collected  or  compromised  by  Jackson  S.  Shultz,  as 
trustee  for  the  city  and  county  of  New  York — let  me 
call  your  attention  to  them  separately — take  the  claim 
against  John  Fox,  amount  $1,661.38 — was  that  collected? 

A,  They  were  all  compromised,  but  I  could  not  tell  you 
for  what  sums.     Something  was  got  from  them. 
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Q.  Was  anything  got  from  R  B.  Connolly — ^your  claim 
against  him  was  $9,909.55  ? 

A.  Something. 

Q.  Was  anything  got  from  J.  T.  Connolly— claim 
$2,510.64? 

A,  There  was,  but  I  don't  know  for  what  it  was  com- 
promised. 

Q.  Was  anything  got  from  R.  C.  Hutchings — ^your  claim 
against  liim  was  $1,032.66? 

A.  That  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Was  anything  got  from  Andrew  Bleakley — your 
claim  against  him  was  $915.08  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Was  anything  got  from  Andreas  Willmann  ? 

A.  1  think  not. 

Q.  Anything  from  E.  A.  Woodward — your  claim 
against  him  was  $19,832.44? 

A.  There  was. 

Q,  ilow  much  ? 

A.  I  don't  know,  but  I  understand  that  $6,000,  $7,000 
or  $8,000  or  in  that  neighborhood,  was  got  from  him. 

Q.  Anything  from  James  Hayes? 

A,  I  think  he  paid  his  bill. 

Q.  Your  claim  against  him  was  $488.66  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  he  paid  it  witliout  any  trouble. 

Q,  Was  anything  got  from  William  M.  Tweed; 'you 
claimed  from  him  $41,117.77  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much? 

A.  In  the  neighborhood  of  $30,000. 

Q.  Was  anything  got  from  N.  E.  King  ? 

A.  I  think  there  was  something  got  from  him. 

Q.  How  much — do  you  remember  the  amount  t 

42 
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A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  It  is  a  pretty  big  item,  $33,000  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  liow  much  was  got  from  him. 

Q,  Give  lis  your  best  information  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  $8,000  or  $9,000. 

Q,  Did  M.  i>.  Wilson  pay  anything.  His  bill  was 
:$399.83  ? 

A.  He  paid  his  bill. 

Q.  Was  anything  got  from  A.  J.  Garvey  ;  your  claim 
^tgainst  him  was  $435? 

A.  He  paid  his  bill  without  any  trouble. 

Q,  Anything  from  J.  W.  McLean  ;  your  claim  against 
him  was  $11,361? 

A,  He  paid  something — a  very  small  amount. 

Q.  Anything  from  James  McGowan,  amount   $34.60? 

A,  I  don't  remember. 

Q,  Anything  from  M.J.  Farreli,  amount  $31.72  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you   know  if  Terence   Farley   paid  anything ; 
your  claim  against  liim  was  $2,444.85? 
A.  He  paid  something. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  ? 

A.  It  may  have  been  $1,000  or  somewhere  in  that 
•neighborhood. 

Q.  Did  William  M.  Eidelstein  pay  his  claim,  amount- 
ing to  $101.45? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  he  paid  his  bill. 

Q,  Did  William  A.  Henry  pay  your  claim  against  him, 
:amount  $206  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  anything  about  that. 

Q,  Now,  this  erased  name,  Orison  Blunt,  opposite 
which  is  the  sum  $1,801 ;  what  about  that.'' 
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A.  I  think  there  was  a  mistake  in  that  I  do  not  think 
there  was  anything  due  from  Blunt. 

Q,  Did  he  pay  anything  ? 

A.  He  paid  something. 

Q.  As  to  Charles  G.  Cornell,  your  bill  against  him  was 
$407.13? 

A.   lie  paid  his  bill. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  of  the  amount  which  each  of 
those  persons  paid  respectively,  or  of  the  sum  total  ? 

A,  Not  the  least. 

Q,  You  put  these  claims  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Shultz  as 
a  trustee  for  the  city  and  county  of  New  York  ? 

A.  Ye?,  Mr.  Shultz  employed  a  bookkeeper  to  take  ac- 
counts off. 

Q.  Under  the  arrangements  which  you  made  in  these 
two  assignments,  Mr.  Shultz  was  appointed  by  you  a 
trustee  in  behalf  of  the  city  of  New  York. 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Wliatever  was  collected  he  collected  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  You  have  no  means  of  knowing  what  the  total 
amount  was? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  best  information  in  regard  to  the  sum 
total? 

A,  I  think  the  whole  amount  collected  was  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $60,000. 

Q,  And  that  $60,000,  under  this  assignment,  belonged 
to  the  city  of  New  York. 

A,  Yes,  sir;  after  a  fair  accounting  or  settlement 
between  us,  if  it  should  appear  that  I  am  indebted  that 
sum  to  the  city  of  New  York ;  and  he  was  to  hold  it  till 
that  settlement  took  place. 
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Q.  That  was  your  iinderBtanding  of  the  paper  at  that 
time? 

A.  I  did  not  understand  much  about  it  when  I  signed 
the  papers. 

Q.  Well  prior  to  your  signing  them,  you  said  that  you 
were  in  your  usual  health  ? 

A.  I  have  but  little  knowledge  of  those  papers. 

Q.  Your  understanding  of  them  was  subsequent  to  your 
signing  them — state  to  the  Committee  what  your  idea  was 
of  the  purport  of  those  papers — what  did  you  intend  to  do  f 
State  as  frankly  as  you  can  ? 

A.  Those  papers  were  forced  out  of  me  at  a  time  when 
I  was  sick,  weary,  and  not  in  a  condition  to  understand 
myself.  And  at  that  time  I  was  so  sick  that  I  had  to  be 
carried  away  from  my  house  the  next  night,  and  sent 
down  Soutli.  Therefore,  I  am  responsible  and  I  ain't  re- 
sponsible for  them  papers.  I  know  nothing  about  them  ; 
and  everything  connected  with  them  is  dim  in  my  mind. 

Q.  You  are  in  your  right  senses  now,  wliat  is  your 
idea — having  heard  those  papers  read,  what  is  your  pres- 
ent idea  of  their  purport — what  was  J.  H.  Shultz  to  do 
when  he  collected  those  claims,  according  to  your  present 
understanding  of  these  papers  ? 

A.  If  on  a  fair  accounting  with  the  city  as  to  the 
amount  of  work  done  and  the  materials  furnished  to  the 
city,  it  should  be  found  that  there  was  a  difference  in  my 
favor,  he  was  to  pay  that  money  to  me>  but  if  I  owed  the 
city  anytliing  he  was  to  pay  it  to  the  city. 

Q.  It  was  your  understanding  that  Shultz  should  hold 
that  $60,000  until  an  accounting  should  be  had  ? 

A,  Mr.  Shultz  and  myself  tried  for  four  years  to  get  a 
settlement,  but  could  not  succeed. 

Q.  As  a  man  of  good  business  capacity  and  in  his  sober 
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©enses,  is  it  not  your  undei*standing  of  the  purport  of  these 
papers  that  Rhultz  should  have  retained  the  money  col- 
lected on  those  claims  until  there  was  a  settlement  or  ac- 
counting between  you  and  the  city,  and  if  the  balance 
fihould  be  in  your  favor,  he  was  to  pay  it  to  you,  but  if 
you  owed  anything  to  the  city,  he  was  to  pay  it  to  the 
<5ity  ? 

A,  Well,  don't  the  writing  express  it?  It  depends  on 
how  the  writing  expresses  it  That  is  all  I  can  say.  I 
think  as  you  do  about  it. 

Q.  Please  tell  me  what  has  actually  been  done  under 
and  by  virtue  of  these  deeds  of  trust  ? 

A.  Mr.  Shultz  went  to  work  and  collected  these  claims 
and  offered  to  settle  with  the  city,  but  failed  to  do  so ; 
waited  two  years  and  then  returned  the  money  back  to 
me. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  he  tried  to  make  a 
settlement  ? 

A,  He  went  with  me  to  Mr.  Green  and  tried  to  get  him 
to  put  experts  on  all  of  my  work,  and  to  examine  it  and  pass 
upon  it,  and  I  would  furnish  him  men,  and  horses,  and 
wagons,  and  point  out  the  work,  locate  it  all  over  the  city ; 
and  after  a  great  deal  of  persuasion  Mr.  Green  did  ap- 
point men  and  commenced  and  I  went  over  the  city  and 
allowed  them  work,  for  the  space  of  two  or  three  months 
I  showed  them ;  and  all  at  once  the  thing  was  suddenly 
dropped  and  they  left  me. 

Q,  Why  did  Mr.  Green  hesitate,  and  why  did  it  re- 
quire a  great  deal  of  persuasion  ? 

A.  Well,  because  he's  naturally  pig-headed ;  tliat's  all. 

Q,  Did  his  pig-headedness  evince  itself  by  anything 
that  he  said  ? 

A.  I  think  it  did. 
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'    Q,  Tell  ns  what  he  said  ? 

A,  I  could  not  remember. 

Q.  Well,  as  near  as  you  can  ? 

A,  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  I  will  not  take  that  for  an  answer,  so  you  maj^  as 
well  tell  me  ? 

A.  My  answer  is  that  I  have  no  i^coUection  about  it* 
He  treated  me  very  brusquely. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Shultz  have  to  say  to  him  ? 

^.  Ido  not  know.  They  had  their  private  ponver- 
sations  together  about  it. 

Q.  In  your  presence  what  was  said  ? 

A,  I  only  knew  from  what  Mr.  Sliultz  told  me.  He 
said  that  Mr.  Green  agreed  to  settle  up  with  me,  and 
upon  this  promise  I  surrendered  my  books  and  agreed  to 
testify  in  the  Ring  suits.  Mr.  Shultz  said  that  Mr.  Green 
did  not  keep  his  word. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  why  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  but  he  told  me  very  often  that  Mr.  Green 
did  not  do  as  he  had  agreed  to  with  him. 

Q.  Did  he  state  in  what  particular  he  would  not  do 
what  he  had  agreed  to  ? 

A,  Mr.  Shultz  appointed  Mr.  Olney  to  act  for  him  in 
appraising  the  value  of  my  work  and  Mr.  Green  appoint- 
ed somebody  else,  and  these  two  were  to  adjust  the  whole 
matter.  Mr.  Olney  did  his  part  and  pushed  the  thing. 
He  went  often  to  Mr.  Green  at  mv  solicitation  :  but  at  last 
it  was  suddenly  dropped.  Mr.  Green  did  not  keep  his 
word  which  he  had  made  in  the  presence  of  others. 

Q,  What  others? 

A,  Mr.  Tilden,  Mr.  Ilavcmeyer,  Mr.  Stebbins,  who  wa» 
President  of  the  Public  Parks.  At  the  interview  in  which 
this  whole  matter  was  suggested,  Mr.  Tilden  took  down 
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the  law  and  showed  Mr.  Green  that  he  had  a  right  to  set- 
tle the  claims  ;.and  he  agreed  to  do  so.  It  was  upon  this. 
agreement  that  I  was  to  be  used  as  a  witness  and  that  I 
gave  up  my  books.  Mr.  Shultz  kept  faith,  but  Mr.  Greea 
did  not. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Shultz  tell  you  that  Mr.  Green  gave  any 
reasons  for  his  not  carrying  out  his  agreement? 

A,  Mr.  Shultz  often  told  me  that  he  was  obstinate. 

Q.  You  often  talked  it  over  with  Mr.  Shultz  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Can't  you  remember  anything  about  what  Green 
was  represented  to  have  said  in  those  connections? 

A,  He  said  that  he  would  appoint  a  committee  to  exam- 
ine  this  thing,  and  carry  it  out. 

Q.  And  he  was  obstinate  without  good  reason  ? 

A~  I  know  no  reason  why  he  did  not  comply  with  hie 
agreement. 

Q.  Was  it  not  his  opinion  that  no  extra  work  which 
could  be  pointed  out  as  having  been  done  by  you,  could 
offset  the  33  J  per  cent,  which  you  had  added  to  your  bills 
and  fraudulently  taken  from  the  city  ? 

A,  As  I  understood  it  tlien,  and  as  it  was  always  explained 
to  me,  if  I  gave  up  to  the  city  the  amount  of  the  extra 
work  I  had  done  and  some  $40,000  they  held  of  money 
belonging  to  me  under  assessment  work,  I  was  to  be  en- 
tirely relased. 

Q.  The  $40,000  and  the  claims  you  had  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  hadn't  no  such  idea  in  my  mind  of  ever 
giving  them  claims  up.  I  iiadn't  no  such  idea  in  my  mind 
when  I  signed  that  document. 

Q,  Ah  !  Was  there  an  arrangement  between  you  and 
Mr.  Shultz  that  he  should  hold  them  awhile,  and  thect 
give  them  back  to  you  ? 
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A.  Oh  no. 

Q.  Then  why  do  you  say,  in  the  face  of  that  assignment, 
that  you  never  had  an  idea  of  giving  up  those  claims  ? 

A.  'Cause  I  didn't  think  they'd  ever  be  called  for. 

Q.  But  they  had  been  called  for  and  delivered  under 
this  deed  of  trust,  and  sbme  of  them  collected,  yet  you 
say  you  had  no  idea  of  giving  them  up  ? 

A.  Well,  I  didn't  know  at  that  point.  I — .  The  idea 
I  gathered  from  Mr.  Shultz  was  that  he  had  done  his 
best  to  get  a  settlement,  and  they  wouldn't  have  it,  and 
then  he  gave  it  back  to  me. 

Q,  When  he  gave  it  back  to  you,  why  did  he  make  you 
give  him  mortgages? 

A.  Well,  I  suppose  as  a  measure  of  precaution  and 
safety. 

Q.  And  you  gave  him  second  mortgages  on  property 
already  mortgaged  beyond  its  entire  value  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  the  mortgages  he  held  at  those  times  were 
valid  over  and  above  everything,  l)ut  the  bad  times  came, 
and  made  even  them  valueless. 

Q,  Did  you  tell  him  they  were  second  mortgages? 

A,  I  told  him  honest,  just  as  they  were. 

Q,  Then  the  sum  of  money  Mr.  Shultz  lent  you  was 
:all  in  one  sum  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  the  sums  you  re- 
ceived ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  except  they  aggregated  about  the  amount 
he  had  and  were  paid  along  from  time  to  time,  occupy- 
ing, perhaps,  six  months,  in  small  sums  of  from  $2,000  to 
$5,000. 

Q,  And  every  time  he  delivered  a  sum  to  you,  did  he 
take  a  mortgage? 
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j4.  Oh!  lie  took  all  the  mortgages  before.  I  thhik  his 
lawyer  took  theiu  before  he  went  to  Europe. 

Q,  Was  that  to  secure  paymeutof  money  he  was  sub- 
sequently to  make  to  you  by  a  concerted  plan  between  you 
and  him? 

A,  It  wer'n't  no  plan. 

Q.  Agreement,  then,  if  that  is  a  less  offensive  word  ! 

A.  Mr.  Shultz  sent  for  mo  before  he  went  to  the  jjreat 
fair  in  Europe,  and  says  he,  ''  Keyser,  I  don't  want  to  be 
bothered  with  this  thing  any  longer,  and  I  can't  get  any 
settlement,"  or  words  to  that  effect  ''and  I  want  to  have 
this  thing  closed  and  off  my  mind  before  I  go;"  and  I 
told  him  I  was  on  the  eve  of  bankruptcy  then;  and  he 
says,  "  You  go  to  my  lawyer  (Mr.  Peter  B.  Ohiey),  and  have 
him  draw  up  securities  that  will  hold  me  harmless,  and  I 
will  return  you  your  money."  I  very  gladly  done  so,  and 
these  were  executed  about  the  time  he  went  away,  or  im- 
mediately after,  and  sent  down  to  his  own  office,  and  then 
from  time  to  time,  as  I  needed  money,  it  was  given  to  me, 
over  his  counter,  by  his  cashier,  and  I  paid  my  debts. 

Q,  Mr.  Shultz  had  left  instructions  with  his  cashier  to 
give  you  inoney  as  you  needed  it  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Now,  don't  yon  know  that  this  ni(»ney  which  Mr. 
Schultz  gave  you  was  money  that  h»i  lent  you  himself, 
upon  these  mortgages  on  your  property? 

A.  I  think  that  he  considered  that  he  loaned  me  the 
money. 

Q,  Then  why  have  you  been  s:iyin<(  that  he  gave  you 
back  this  money  which  he  held  in  trust  for  the  city,  and 
putting  him  in  such  an  unenviable  li<rht  before  the  com- 
munity ? 
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A.  I  don't  tliink  I  orave  that  idea.  He  only  returned 
me  my  money  that  belonged  to  me. 

Q,  You  swore  the  other  day  that  he  loaned  you  tliis 
money  ? 

A .  Well,  I  swear  it  again.  Of  course  he  did,  and  took 
mortgages  for  it.  If  he  had  any  motive  it  was  only  to  re- 
lieve a  man  that  was  being  broken  down  by  others. 

Q.  Then  it  was  not  the  trust  money  he  loaned  you  ? 

A,  You  know  what  money  it  was.  It  was  that  money 
there. 

Q.  But  that  money  there  was  not  Mr.  Shultz's  money 
to  loan,  was  it  ?  He  held  it  in  trust.  Now,  was  it  the 
trust  money  that  he  returned  to  you,  or  was  it  his  own 
money  that  he  loaned  to  you  ? 

A.  Well,  I  understood  the  city  never  accepted  him  as 
trustee.  It  was  the  money  represented  in  that  sched- 
ule. 

Q.  Now,  in  that  light  do  you  think  that  was  a  personal 
loan  to  you,  or  a  return  of  the  money  he  held  as  trustee  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  a  personal  loan  to  me. 

Q.  Ah,  then  he  still  holds  and  is  responsible  for  the 
$60,000  he  collected  and  held  in  trust  for  the  city  ? 

A.  I  suppose 

Q.  Then,  on  a  fair  accounting  between  you  and  the 
city,  if  it  turns  out  that  you  owe  money  to  the  city  he 
must  still  turn  over  that  money  to  the  city  ? 

A,  No,  no ;  that  is  not  my  idea.  I  don't  know  what 
fund  Mr.  Shultz  lent  me  from.  He  told  his  cashier  to 
pay  me.     That's  all. 

Q,  Then  when  he  said  he  was  tired  of  the  thing  and 
wanted  to  give  back  the  money,  he  did  not  mean  any- 
thing ? 

A,  Oh,   yes  ;    he  meant  he  was  going  to  return  me  my 
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money.  But  when  you  ask  me  if  it  was  held  in  trust  for 
the  city  of  New  York,  I  don't  know.  He  loaned  me  the 
money  under  this  trust-deed. 

Q.  Did  you  have  the  titles  to  the  property  searched  ? 

A.  Mr.  Olney  had. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  the  expense  of  that  ? 

A,  It  came  out  of  the  fund. 

Q,  It  came  out  of  the  $60,000  that  Shultz  returned  to 
you? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  know  how  much  came  out  in  that  way  ? 

A,  I  never  knew. 

Q.  Is  there  any  way  by  whicli  you  can  ascertain  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  How  much  did  you  receive  in  all  from  Mr.  Shultz  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  that.  His  own  statement  will 
show  you  that. 

Q,  I  want  you  to  give  your  statement  ? 

A,  It  is  in  the  neighborhood  of  $60,000. 

Q.  Who  paid  the  law  expenses  for  searching  the  title 
to  your  property  on  which  you  gave  him  mortgages  ? 

A.  That  was  paid  for  out  of  the  fund. 

Q.  Who  paid  them? 

A,  I  don't  know  ? 

Q.  How  then  do  you  know  that  they  were  paid  out  of 
the  fund  ? 

A.  Because  I  underetood  Mr.  Olney  to  say  so.  In  his 
disbursements  he  said  that  he  had  cliarored  them. 

Q.  Charged  against  wh(»m  and  collected  from  whom? 

A.  He  took  it  out  of  the  fund. 

Q.  The  fund  was  never  in  his  hands  ? 

A.  It  all  went  through  his  hands.  He  was  the  lawyer 
in  this  case. 
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Q.  In  what  case  ? 

A.  In  all  the  cases. 

Q.  Did  they  hold  that  fund  and  turn  it  over  to  Mr. 
Shultz — I  am  speaking  now  about  the  fees  and  charges 
for  searching  tlie  titles — was  it  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Shulti 
when  yon  wanted  to  get  it  back  into  your  hands  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  but  they  were  paid  from  the  claims 
which  Mr.  Shultz  had  collected. 

Q,  That  money  which  you  borrowed  from  Mr.  Shnlti 
upon  mortgages  on  your  property,  did  the  charges  for  the 
law  expenses  come  out  of  the  fund  ? 

A,  I  think  so  ;  but  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject. 

Q,  Well,  I  would  not  say  so  if  I  was  not  clear. 

A.  It  might  have  been  paid  by  Mr.  Shultz. 

Q.  You  did  not  pay  it  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  you  paid  Mr.  Olney  ? 

^.  I  do  not  know. 

Q,  Have  you  any  way  of  ascertaining  that  fact  ? 

A,  I  have  no  remembrance  of  it  now. 

Q,  Have  you  any  data  by  which  you  can  refresh  your 
memory — any  check-book,  any  entry,  or  anything — did 
you  pay  it  by  check  or  in  money? 

A,  That  I  do  not  know,  I  have  no  remembrance  of  it 
now. 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  course  of  business  with 
regard  to  lending  money  on  bond  and  mortgage,  as  to 
who  pays  the  expenses  of  the  transaction  ? 

A,  Yes,  I  am  pretty  familiar. 

Q,  What  is  the  practice  ? 

A,  The  practice  is  that  the  man  that  gets  the  money 
pays  the  expenses. 

Q.  Who  got  the  money  in  this  case  I 
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A.  1  did. 

Q.  I  see  that  you  have  jour  books  here ;  can  you  point 
out  to  mo  two  or  three  entries  of  those  bills  which  you 
raised?  I  want  to  see  a  case  of  a  raised  bill  as  it  appears 
on  your  books. 

A.  I  could  not  do  so.  You  can  examine  the  book 
yourself. 

Q.  Will  yon  help  me?  Please  to  turn  to  that  portion 
of  your  books  which  states  the  amount  of  money  that  you 
received  from  the  City  and  County  of  New  York,  between 
the  first  of  January,  1868,  to  6th  of  October,  1871,  when 
you  made  this  assignment,  and  show  me  a  single  item 
which  records  some  money  which  you  received  from  the 
City  and  County  of  New  York,  at  any  time  ? 

A,  I  could  not  do  so  from  the  books  here. 

Q.  Why? 

A,  Because  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  do  so. 

q.  Well,  why  ? 

A.  Because  it  is  not  in  my  power. 

q.  Why? 

A,  Because  I  have  not  the  power  to  do  so. 

Q,  Why  is  it  not  in  your  power  ? 

A,  I  cannot  tell  you  why. 

Q,  Why  can't  you  ? 

A,  I  can't  tell  you  why. 

Q^  That  is  no  answer.  Why  is  it  not  in  your  power, 
with  the  books  before  you,  to  point  out  an  item  which 
records  any  money  received  by  you  from  the  City  of  New 
York  ?  That  is  a  very  easy  question,  compared  with  some 
which  I  put  to  you  to-day,  and  which  you  answered  off- 
hand. 

A.  I  cannot  do  so. 

Q.  Why? 
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A,  Because  the  entries  that  came  from  the  first  Board 
of  Audit  and  from  the  second  Board  of  Audit  were  all 
massed  tt)2;cther,  and  the  dates  wore  altered  and  thev  are 
not  in  a  condition  so  tliat  I  could  show  yon  any  ways 
straightly. 

Q,  Well  then,  show  me  crookedly.  I  do  not  expect 
you  to  show  me  a  straight  transaction.  I  expect  to  find  it 
a  very  crooked  business.  I  simply  wish  you  to  show  me 
a  place  in  which  there  is  recorded  a  single  transaction  with 
the  city.     Please  do  that? 

A.  (No  answer.) 

Q,  I  want  to  see  an  entry  where  you  got  the  money  on 
one  of  these  warrants.     Show  me  one  ? 

A,  The  ledger  will  show  it,  under  the  head  of  the  New 
County  Court-house. 

Q,  Does  it  contain  an  account  of  all  the  work  you  did 
during  those  times  ? 

A,  It  contains  an  account  of  the  work  that  I  charged 
under  that  head,  from  January  the  4th,  1869,  down  to 
March  the  1st,  1871. 

Q.  All  the  entries  against  the  New  County  Court-house  I 

A.  It  contains  all  entries  of  the  work  for  the  New 
County  Court-house ;  but  it  does  not  contain  an  account 
of  the  work  done  for  the  other  departments. 

Q.  You  have  no  idea  now,  after  the  thing  has  been 
called  to  your  attention,  how  much  your  accounts  against 
the  New  Countv  Court  llouee  amount  to? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  And  during  all  this  time  you  and  Mr.  Shultz  have 
been  making  strenuous  efforts  to  have  a  settlement  with 
the  city.  How  could  you  ascertain  the  amount  of  your 
claims  against  the  city  '{ 

A,  I  knew  from  the  money  that  1  had  paid  out. 
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Q.  Did  you  carr}'  all  these  d^ures  in  your  head  ? 

A.  No;  but  I  separated  the  checks. 

Q,  Had  yon  any  data  to  show  Comptroller  Green  how 
much  was  due  to  yon  ? 

A.  1  knew  that  I  had  paid  out  for  hibor,  in  checks, 
$500,000,  and  I  paid  in  bills  $150,000. 

Q,   What  els^e  did  you  know  that  you  had  done  ? 

A,  1  knew  that  there  couhl  not  be  any  great  difference 
between  us  when  we  came  to  a  settlement. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  tlm\<r  ( 

A,  I  never  kept  any  account  in  tSie  books.  I  could  not 
tell  you  one  account  from  another. 

Q.  WTiat  part  of  the  business  do  you  now  attend  to '{ 

A.  I  attend  to  the  out-door  department. 

Q.  During  all  these  years  that  you  have  been  unjustly 
accused  of  defrauding  the  City  of  New  York,  you  never 
had  the  curiosity  to  try  to  find  out,  even  for  your  own  in- 
formation, how  you  stood  with  the  city  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  why  is  it  you  say  that  you  were  repeatedly 
pressing  Comptroller  Green  to  settle  with  you,  when  you 
have  not  the  slightest  idea  of  your  affairs  or  how  you  stand 
with  the  city  ? 

A.  I  did  not  think  there  was  any  great  difference  be- 
tween us. 

Q.  Now,  suppose  you  had  transactions  with  an  individ- 
ual and  not  with  the  city,  and  that  there  was  a  great  con- 
troversy between  you  and  him :  he  said  that  you  owed 
him  some  money  and  you  said  that  he  owed  you  some 
money — now  would  not  the  lii^st  thing  naturally  be  to  go 
to  your  books  and  say,  "  Here  is  my  statement  of  the 
transaction  ? " 

A.  It  might  be  so. 
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Q.  Would  it  not  be  so  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  would  be. 

Q.  You  were  exceedingly  anxious  all  the  time  to  settle 
with  the  city  of  New  York,  and  believed,  as  you  say,  that 
there  would  not  be  much  diflFereuce  between  you,  yet  you 
have  never  attempted  to  make  up  a  statement  of  j^our  ac- 
counts with  the  city,  and  now  say  that  you  cauuot  tell 
why  you  have  not  done  so  ? 

A .  No,  sir ;  I  cannot  tell  you  why. 

Q.  I  would  like  you  to  do  that — to  make  up  yourself, 
or  get  your  bookkeeper;  to  make  up,  an  account  of  how 
much  you  charged  the  city  and  county  of  New  York  for 
work  done  and  materials  furnished,  according  to  your 
own  figures — will  you  do  tliat  for  me  ? 

A,  It  would  be  an  impossible  thing  to  do. 

Q,  I  mean  according  to  the  ledger — it  is  balanced  like 
every  other  ledger,  I  suppose — that  would  not  be  impos- 
sible ? 

A.  In  1871  there  was  an  approximate  statement  made 
of  something  of  that  kind.  It  was  like  this,  as  I  have 
tried  to  recollect  and  bring  it  dt)wn.  I  paid  out  for  labor 
in  checks  $500,000  from  1868.  I  paid  out  for  bills 
$150,000  ;  and  I  paid,  in  checks,  for  stock,  materials  and 
sundries,  $750,000— the  checks  of  which  are  all  here  now. 
The  aggregate  was  something  over  $2,000,000. 

Q.  Is  that  with  the  33^  per  cent,  additional,  or  without 
it? 

A,  That  was  with  the  33 J  per  cent  on  some  of  it — how 
much  I  do  not  know.  I  should  think  it  might  be  on  one- 
third  of  it— of  the  $2,000,000. 

Q.  You  have  accounted  for  $1,400,000 — give  me  the 
figures  over  again  ? 

A.  I  paid  out  $500,000  for  checks,  and  in  bills,  about 
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$150,000,  I  paid  ill  checks  for  stock  and  snndries 
$750,000 — which  the  general  memorandum,  takeji  in 
1871,  shows  something  over  $2,000,000  taken  altogether. 

Q^  That  18  very  well  as  far  as  it  goes ;  what  other  items 
go  into  the  $2,000,000 ;  the  labor  and  materials  you  have 
accounted  for? 

A.  These  books  and  the  memorandum  show  about 
$2,000,0(»0. 

Q.  That  two  millions  now  comprises,  as  you  think,  all 
that  you  ever  did  for  the  city? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  somethhig  over  $2,000,000. 

Q.  Uow  much  more? 

A.  About  $2,150,000. 

Q.  Now  on  one-third  of  these  bills  33f  {>er  cent,  has 
been  added  ;  that  would  be,  in  round  numbers,  $720,000  on 
which  you  added  33J  per  cent ;  so  that  leaves,  in  round 
numbers,  $240,000  which  you  fraudulently  took  from  tlie 
city  by  your  own  figures  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Well,  that  appears  to  be  a  very  business-like  state- 
ment ;  I  would  like  you  to  have  made  out  for  me  an  item- 
ized statement  of  the  $500,000  which  you  have  in  this 
schedule? 

A,  They  are  all  here. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  go  to  work  and  have  this  done  ? 

A.  I  have  no  bookkeepers  now  to  go  to  do  it 

Q,  Do  you  own  any  stock  in  the  Keyser  Stove  Works  ? 

/.  No,  sir. 

Q,  And  they  only  give  you  $1,500  a  year? 

A,  Only  $1,200. 

Q.  ITow  do  you  account  for  your  present  unfortunate 
condition  ;  where  is  the  money  all  gone? 

A.  1  was  a  bankrupt  when  the  "  Ring  "  troubles  broke 
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out,  and  mortgaged  my  houee  within  two  weeks  afterwards 
to  get  money  to  go  away ;  I  mortgaged  my  bouse  for 
$1(J,000. 

Q.  What  suits  have  you  testified  in — what  Ring  suits  ? 

A,  I  have  testified  in  two  of  the  Tweed  suits,  and  in  the 
one  against  Oakey  Hall. 

Q.  What  was  the  purport  of  your  testimony,  as  you  now 
recollect  it,  in  the  Tweed  cases  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  that  time  anything  about  these 
frauds — did  you  know  about  his  receiving  any  portion  of 
this  33^  per  cent,  when  you  testified? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  you  called  upon  to  testify  concerning? 

A.  Concerning  my  own  bills. 

Q,  Simply  that  you  had  raised  them  and  were  told  to 
do  so  by  Woodward  or  Watson  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  asked  anything  concerning  your  knowl- 
edge of  who  got  the  33^  per  cent.  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember,  because  I  never  knew  it. 

Q.  You  don't  remember  whether  that  question  was 
asked  you  ? 

A,  No;  the  first  explanation  I  saw  that  was  satis- 
factory, was  what  1  read  of  Mr.  Tweed's  evidence  before 
this  Committee. 

Q,  You  were  not  enlightened  by  what  was  brought  out 
in  the  Tweed  trials  ? 

A.  I  did  not  put  much  confidence  in  them,  as  they 
consisted  of  figures. 

Q,  And  you,  as  a  business  man,  don't  place  much  con- 
fidence in  figures  ? 

A.  I  have  got  a  much  better  insight  into  matters  now. 
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Q.  Now,  do  these  books  contaia  all  the  data  which  is 
necessary  for  us  to  ascertain  how  much  you  charged  to  the 
city  for  work  done  and  for  the  materials  you  furnished  ? 

A.  They  do,  together  with  the  memorandum  books 
which  I  can  give  you.  I  will  be  glad  to  explain  all  that  I 
can. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Taintor  go  over  these  books  ? 

A.  No ;  Mr.  Barrow  did. 

Q,  Did  he  get  all  that  is  in  them  ? 

A,  He  did,  except  the  back  work  and  the  first  Board  of 
Audit  work. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  give  us  all  the  infonnation  you  can 
about  those  items  which  we  find  here  ? 

A.  Mr.  Brennan,  the  then  Comptroller,  kept  me  out  of 
my  pay  for  nearly  three  years,  and  when  the  new  Board 
of  Audit  came  in,  the  accounts  sent  to  the  first  Board  of 
Audit  and  those  in  the  Board  of  Supervisor's  office  were 
all  lumped. 

Q,  They  were  all  in  Mr.  Barrow's  statement  ? 

A,  No ;  he  never  got  them. 

Q.  You  took  all  those  back  claims  and  lumped  them  ? 

A,  Some  were  paid  and  some  were  not  paid.  1  gave 
them  those  that  were  paid  and  them  that  were  not  paid. 

Q.  Will  you  indicate  those  which  were  paid  and  those 
which  were  not  paid  ? 

A.  1  will. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  do  for  us  what  you  failed  to  do  for 
Mr.  Green  when  you  wanted  a  fair  accounting  between 
yourself  and  the  city. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Were  you  ever  guilty,  or 
did  you  ever  perpetrate  any  other  fraud  against  the  city 
of  New  York,  except  adding  33^  per  cent,  to  your  bills  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  that  I  ever  was. 
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Q.  When  did  that  commence  ? 
•    A.  1  don't  remember. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  when  it  was  that  the  suggestion 
was  made  to  yon,  that  you  should  do  it  ? 

A,  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Uow  did  it  strike  you  at  the  time  this  suggestion 
was  made  to  you  ? 

A.  The  city  was  owing  me  very  largely,  and  I  waa 
compelled  to  do  that  or  to  lose  the  whole  of  my  claims. 

Q.  And  you  did  it  to  save  yourself? 
A.  Mr.  Brennan,  the  Comptroller,  had  refused  to  pay 
me,  and  kept  me  out  of  my  money  for  years. 

Q.  What  reason  did  he  give  ? 

A.  I  was  a  Republican,  and  they  wanted  to  crowd  me 
out. 

Q.  Did  they  give  that  as  a  reason  ? 
A.  No,  they  did  not  give  that  as  a  reason,  but   it   was 
well  understood. 

Q.  What  was  well  understood  ? 

A.  That  Mr.  Brennan  wanted  to  "work  in"  Morgan 
Jones.  Mr.  Tweed,  Bell,  Blunt  and  others  told  me  to  keep 
on  with  the  work  and  they  would  see  that  nobody  should 
get  it  from  me — that  I  done  it  faithfully  and  well,  and 
was  the  only  one  who  do  so,  and  they  would  always  keep 
me  in  for  that  reason. 

Q,  Did  Mr.  Brennan  ever  pay  you  any  bills  after  that  ? 
A.  Now  and  then  he  did,  but  very  little.     He  kept  me 
out  of  a  great  portion  of  my  bills. 

Q,  Through  whose  instrumentality  did  you  get  this 
work  ? 

.1.   From  the  lioard  of  Supervisoi's. 

Q,   Was  it  tliroui^h  any  one  in  ])articular  ? 
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A.  No,  it  was  because  I  did  the  work  well.  I  was  a 
favorite  with  them. 

Q.  Was  that  the  reason  ? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  When  did  yon  first  commence  to  do  work  for  the 
city  of  New  "York  ? 

A.  It  is  twenty  years  ago — when  Mr.  Conover  was  the 
Comptroller. 

Q,  Ilad  you  always  rendered  fair  bills  to  the  city  of 
New  York,  before  you  added  this  33J  per  cent  to  them  ? 
A.  I  have. 

Q.  That  was  the  first  time  that  you  fell  from  grace  ? 
A.  I  think  so. 

Q,  You  say  that  you  don't  remember  the  first  time  it 
struck  you  about  the  honesty  or  dishonesty  of  doing 
that  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  What  year  was  Mr.  Brennan  Comptroller ;  do  you 
remember  ? 

A,  No,  sir,  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Brennan  continue  to  pay  you  money  on 
account  of  your  bills  ? 

A.  My  bills  accumulated.  The  bills  from  the  first 
Board  of  Audit  were  taken  out  and  were  placed  with 
those  in  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Some  of  those  bills 
are  in  that  office  yet. 

Q.  And  some  of  those  bills  had  the  33^  per  cent,  added 
to  them? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  approximate  the  amount  i 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  reason  you  did  not  sue  the  city  ? 


678 


A.  I  could  not  tell  you.  I  have  not  been  enga^red  in 
law  suits  any  more  than  I  could  help. 

Q.  Supposing,  Mr.  Keyser,  that  it  should  be  ascertained 
on  a  fair  accounting  between  you  and  the  city,  that,  by 
reason  of  this  33J  per  cent,  being  added  to  your  billS;  you 
are  now  largely  indebted  to  the  city  and  county  of  New 
York,  is  it  your  intention  to  make  good  the  amount  you 
are  owing  to  the  city  ? 

A.  It  is  a  hard  question  to  answer  for  a  man  ^ho  is  a 
bankrupt. 

Q.  What  is  now  your  intention  ? 

A.  You  can  only  judge  of  what  I  should  do  by  the 
past.  I  failed  twice  before  in  my  life,  and  have  since  paid 
up  every  dollar  of  my  indebtedness. 

Q.  You  have  not  made  the  city  a  party  in  your  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  For  what  reason  did  you  not? 

A,  The  only  reason  was  that  they  were  outlawed. 

Q.  The  claims  against  you  were  <nitlawed  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Is  that  the  only  reason  ? 

A,  I  don't  think,  besides  that,  on  a  just  accounting,  I 
owe  th6  city  anything. 

Q.  That  was  merely  guesswork.  You  have  never  set 
down  to  make  up  any  account  between  yourself  and  the 
city? 

A.  Not  definitely. 

Q.  How  did  you  happen  to  select  Mr.  Shnltz  as  your 
trustee  in  this  matter  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  there  was  a  great  cry  raised  against  me 
here,  and  great  threats  made,  and  I  knew  Mr.  Shultz, 
but  not  very  well.    I  went  to  him,  knowing  him  to  be  a 
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good  and  faithful  man,  and  I  laid  my  case  before  him. 
Jle  said :   "  Keyser,  if  I  can  help  yon,  I  will  help  you." 

Q.  Can  you  state  whether  yon  were  the  means  of  de- 
frauding the  city  out  of  $2,000,000  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  the  claims  are  against  me. 

Q.  Yon  have  stated  that  the  city  owes  you  $250,000^ 
and  you  state  now,  on  your  oath,  that  you  cannot  say 
whether  you  did  not  help  to  defraud  the  city  out  of 
$2,000,000 — ^how  can  you  reconcile  these  statements  ? 

A,  There  is  a  great  deal  charged  as  having  been  paid 
to  me  that  I  never  received. 

Q.  Was  it  not  all  paid  to  you  in  warrants? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  many  of  the  warrants,  you  say,  never  passed 
through  your  hands  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  A.nd  were  made  payable  to  your  order  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  But  your  name  was  forged  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  never  received  the  money  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  not  authorize  any  other  person  to  receive 
it? 

A,  Only  when  I  was  away. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  of  your  name  having 
been  signed  without  your  authority  ? 

A.  I  have  not  investigated  them.  I  don't  know  that  I 
ever  authorized  any  one  to  sign  a  warrant  for  me. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  any  warrants  where  your  name 
was  forged  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  many  ? 
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A.  A  great  many. 
Q.  Can  you  tell  how  many  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  have  been  the  dupe  of  other  people  in  this 
matter? 

A,  I  have  to  an  extent 

Q,  \Vhen  did  you  see  those  vouchers  with  the  forged 
indoraments  ? 

A.  I  saw  them  when  I  was  in  the  Comptroller's  office. 

Q.  They  are  all  gone  now — destroyed,  are  they  not  ? 

A.  Some  of  them  are  and  some  are  not ;  I  had  taken 
some  of  them  out  which  they  say  had  been  paid ;  I  went 
to  the  Comptroller's  office  and  he  ordered  the  bills  to  be 
sent  out  to  me ;  they  were  taken  out  and  put  into  a  drawer, 
but  while  there  the  vouchers  were  stolen. 

Q,  If  1  should  produce  them  here  you  would  have  no 
difficulty  in  separating  those  that  were  forged  from  those 
that  were  not  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Cole — Come  here  again  to-morrow  and  I  will  have 
the  vouchers  here,  and  I  want  you  to  separate  those  which 
are  forged  from  those  which  are  not. 

Q,  You  have  a  brother  in  Florida  who  is  a  preferred 
creditor  in  your  bankruptcy  proceedings,  have  you  not? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  of  his  claim  ? 

.1.  $68,000. 

Q.  Upon  what  state  of  facts  was  he  made  a  preferred 
creditor  ? 

^1.  $10,000  he  checked  out  of  his  bank  to  me,  and 
$38,000  he  loaned  me  previously. 
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Q.  Which  was  secured  by  what  ? 

A.  By  nothing. 

Q,  How  did  he  get  a  preference  over  other  creditor  ? 

A.  Because  he  was  my  brother. 

Q.  You  gave  him  a  preference  over  other  creditors ; 
whv? 

yl.  Because  he  was  ray  brother. 

Q,  Do  you  think  that  one's  brotlier  has,  in  good  con- 
science, a  legal  preference  over  other  creditors  in  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  ? 

A.  I  think  when  he  checked  $10,000  to  me  out  of  his 
bank,  that  I  would  not  be  much  of  a  brother  if  I  had  not 
given  him  a  preference. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  that  the  fact  of  a  debtor's  being 
a  brother  to  a  bankrupt  is  a  good  reason  for  his  being  in- 
<5lnded  in  tlie  list  of  preferred  credit^)rs? 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  the  legal  part  of  it  ? 

Q.  What  preference  has  a  brother  in  business  matters — 
why,  in  your  judgment,  should  a  brother  be  made  a  pre- 
ferred creditor  in  bankruptcy  proceedings  ? 

A,  Because  I  chose  to  make  him  so. 

^.  Who  made  out  your  schedule  ? 

A.  It  was  a  man  by  the  name  of  Gallagher  and  myself. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  your  lawyer  that  the  only  reason  your 
brother  was  a  preferred  creditor  was  because  he  was  your 
brother,  and  for  that  reason  you  made  him  so  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  what  I  told  him. 

Q.  In  talking  over  the  matter  with  your  lawyer,  did  you 
tell  him  that  you  wanted  to  put  in  your  brother  as  a  pre- 
ferred creditor  merely  because  he  was  your  brother  ? 

^1.  I  don't  remember  anything  about  the  fact. 

Q.  What  is  your  present  understanding  with  regard  to 
the  law  of  the  matter  ? 
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A.  I  don't  know  what  the  law  is.     I  know  the  fact  is 

BO. 

Q.  Suppose  your  brother's  debt  was  for  borrowed 
money,  and  suppose  you  had  otlier  debts  to  other  persons 
also  for  borrowed  money  ? 

A,  I  suppose  blood  would  come  in  first. 

Q.  When  you  made  a  sworn  statement  in  which  there 
were  two  classes  of  creditors— one  preferred  and  the  other 
ordinary  creditors — what  did  you  understand  was  the 
difference  between  the  two  classes  % 

A.  I  don't  understand  much  about  the  law,  but  1  have 
an  indistinct  remembrance  that  the  bankruptcy  law  allows 
you  to  do  anything  within  a  certain  number  of  months. 
1  don't  remember  but  it  was  probably  done  within  that 
time. 

§.  The  money  was  borrowed  money  ? 

A.  It  was  a  check  out  of  the  bank. 

Q.  Was  there  any  connection  of  any  sort  between  you 
and  Mr.  Shultz  previous  to  this  ? 

A,  No,  sir  ;  I  was  a  stranger  to  him.  He  simply  took 
me  up  and  acted  towards  me  as  the  best  friend  I  ever 
had. 

Q,  He  was  acting  for  you  in  this  matter? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  He  was  befriending  a  man  who  had  been 
beaten  down. 

Q,  You  understood  that  he  was  befriending  you  in 
this  matter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Acting  for  your  best  interests ;  and  seeing  that  no 
harm  should  come  to  you  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

The  Couunittee  then  adjourned  till  next  day,  27th  iust. 
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TWENTY-FIFTH  DAY, 


NovmdDBKR  27,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

**        Cowing, 
"        Slevin. 

John  H.  Ketbeb  resumed  his  testimony  as  follows  : 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Tell  me,  if  you  please,  Mr.  Keyser, 
what  was  the  origin  of  these  claims  which  were  assigned 
to  Mr.  Shultz  for  the  benefit  of  the  City  of  New  York. 

A.  They  were  all  for  work  and  materials  furnished  at 
the  places  or  residences  of  the  respective  parties,  for  all 
kinds  of  plumbing,  stove  work,  etc. 

Q.  And  afterwards  you  charged  it  against  these  persons 
respectively  in  your  journal  on  the  days  in  which  the 
work  was  respectively  done  and  charged  for  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  accounts  were  culled  from  your  books  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  that  time  did  you  have  a  number  of  other  claims 
against  solvent  persons  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  But  you  were  only  required  to  sign  the  claims  of 
those  persons  specified  in  your  schedule  to  the  City  of 
New  York  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  The  newspapers,  or  some  of  them,  have  reported 
yon  as  saying  that  the  name  of  Orison  Bhmt  had  got  into 
the  claims  by  mistake? 

A.  Yes,  I  made  a  mistake;  I  never  presented  a  bill  to 
him  which  he  did  not  pay. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  assign  the  claim  against  Orison  Blunt 
to  Mr.  Shnltz  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  did  yon  mean,  then,  by  saying  that^it  was  a 
mistake  ? 

A,  It  was  a  mistake  I  made,  and  I  corrected  it. 

Q,  But  did  he  not  owe  you  so  much  money  ? 

A.  No— only  a  part  of  it. 

Q.  But  you  did  assign  the  claim  to  the  city  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  it  did  not  get  in  there  by  mistake  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  understand  that  some  of  that  claim  was  collected  t 

A.  Yes,  pir,  some  of  it. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Was  it  not  your  intention, 
in  case  these  frauds  had  not  been  discovered,  to  make 
a  present  of  these  claims  to  the  different  persons  men- 
tioned ? 

A.  I  might  have  intended  to  collect  them  from  them. 

Q.  In  case  you  had  not  been  found  out  ? 

A,  I  should  never  have  endeavored  to  collect  them. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Though  these  bills  were  only  val- 
uable after  they  came  into  your  trustee's  hands  for  the 
benefit  of  the  city,  you  would  never  have  collected  them  ? 

A,  They  were  equitable  bills. 

Q.  It  was  understood  by  Fox  and  the  others  that  you 
would  n(>t  charge  for  the  work  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  that  was  not  understood. 
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Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowino) — But  you  would  never 
have  pushed  them  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  you  consider  that  that  was  generous  towards 
the  city  ? 

A.  If  I  had  failed,  I  should  have  considered  them 
equitable  bills  due  to  me. 

Q,  You  only  gave  to  the  city  those  bills  which  you  in- 
tended t<>  make  presents  of  ? 

A,  I  had  not  that  view. 

Q.  But  in  point  of  fact  that  was  so? 

A.  It  turns  out  so. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — After  those  bills  had  been  assigued 
to  Mr.  Shultz,  and  the  money  was  paid  back  to  you,  that 
was  clear  gain  of  so  much  money  that  you  would  not 
otherwise  have  received  ? 

A,  Probably  not. 

Q,  And  the  city  did  not  get  anything  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  asked  you  the  other  day  if  any  suits  had  been 
commenced  against  you,  and  I  understood  you  to  say  that 
there  never  had  been  any  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  there  never  was  any  ? 

.  Q  Did  you  ever  know  of  /i  suit  which  was  brought  in 
behalf  of  the  tax-payers  by  Mr.  Devlin  against  you,  Jack- 
son S.  Shultz,  and  others  2 

A.  I  knew  there  was  something  of  that  kind — a  tax 
suit. 

Q.  What  became  of  it  ? 

A.  1  never  knew. 

Q.   Who  were  the  lawyers  against  you  in  that  suit  t 

A.  I  never  knew. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  papers  served  I 
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A.  I  think  so. 

Q,  The  papers  and  summons  were  served  on  you  ? 

-4.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  is  the  last  you  heard  of  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  were  your  lawyers  ? 

A.  I  will  correct  myself ;  I  think  I  made  some  reply  to 
that  suit  through  some  attorney,  but  1  cannot  recollect  his 
name.  He  was  a  stranger  to  me.  His  office  was  in 
Broad  street.  It  must  have  been  through  Mr.  Peckham 
that  I  went  to  him.  I  don't  know  his  name  or  who  he 
was.     I  was  sent  to  him. 

Q,  By  wliom? 

A,  Bv  Mr.  Peckham. 

Q,  Mr.  Peckham  told  you  to  employ  this  man  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Who  did  he  employ  to  defend  you  in  that  matter  I 
A,  I  may  think  of    his  name  by  and  by.      I   don't 
know  it  now.     I  never  saw  it  but  once. 

Q,  Did  you  pay  him  a  fee  ? 
A,  I  did  not. 

Q,  Who  were  the  other  defendants  in  that  suit  besides 
you  and  Jackson  S.  Schultz? 

A,  I  don't  know ;  I  think  there  were  one  or  two  others, 
but  I  don't  know.  1  think  one  was  Andrew  J.  Garvey. 
I  have  no  recollection  of  anybody  else.  I  heard  Mr. 
Garvey  say  that  this  lawyer  had  been  at  his  office? 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  consult  Mr.  Peckham  as  to 
the  lawyer  you  should  employ  in  your  defence  ? 
A.  I  don't  recollect. 

Q,  Was  he  not  prosecuting  the  Ring  suits  at  that  time? 
A,  Yes,  and  he  was  using  me  as  a  witness. 
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Q.  He  was  at  that  time  representing  the  people  in  those 
Ring  suits  t 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  consult  him  as  to  whom  you 
should  employ  to  defend  you  ? 

A,  These  papers  were  served  upon  me.  and  I  asked  Mr. 
Peckham  what  I  should  do  with  them ;  and  I  was  referred 
to  this  lawyer  in  Broad  street,  to  take  charge  of  the  case. 
I  went  to  him,  and  he  made  out  a  paper  for  me  to  sign, 
and  I  signed  it. 

Q.  Who  did  ? 

A.  This  lawyer. 

Q,  Do  you  know  what  that  paper  was? 

A.  It  was  some  reply  in  the  case. 

Q.   Did  you  pay  him  a  fee  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  demand  a  fee  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  ? 

A.  He  demanded  $100,  and  I  put  it  into  my  liabilities. 
I  had  no  money  to  pay  him  with. 

Q,  In  your  numerous  transfers  of  real  estate  (I  have  a 
full  list  of  them  here)  I  want  to  know  what  lawyers  yon 
employed  to  pass  those  titles.  Take  thein  and  look  over 
them  and  see  what  lawyers  were  employed  to  pass  tlie 
titles  when  you  sold  the  property  ? 

A.  Shall  I  write  anything  myself  in  the  margin  ? 

Q.  Write  anything  you  please  that  will  illustrate  the 
matter;  here,  also,  are  the  warrants  on  which  are  indorsed 
"  J.  H.  Keyser  and  Company,"  and  "  J.  H.  Keyser" — I 
want  you  to  separate  the  forged  from  the  genuine  ones  ? 

[Mr.  Keyser  was  here  handed  a  number  of  deeds  and 
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a  bundle  of  warrants,  when  lie  retired  to  a  back  seat  to 
make  the  required  examination  and  selection.  While  he 
was  occupied  in  so  doing,  Mr.  E.  A.  Woodward  was  called 
to  the  stand]. 


E.  A.  Woodward  was  examined  by  Mr.  Cole,  as  follows : 

Q.  Have  you  been  sworn  ? 

A.  I  have,  sir. 

Q.  State  your  name,  age,  and  residence  ? 

A.  Elbert  A.  Woodward,  41  years  of  age,  residence 
South  Korwalk. 

Q.  Connecticut? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  enter  public  life,  Mr.  Wood- 
ward ? 

A.  I  think  in  185S  or  1859. 

Q.  In  what  position  ? 

A.  1  was  Assistant  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Q,  Prior  to  your  being  regularly  appointed  as  Clerk  or 
Assistant  Clerk  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  had  you  been 
employed  as  a  volunteer  clerk? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  For  how  long  ? 

A,  Probably  four,  five,  or  six  months. 

Q.  What  duties  did  you  perform  while  you  were  a  vol- 
unteer clerk  ? 

A,  I  assisted  the  clerk  in  his  duties. 

Q.  What  otiicial  duties  did  you  perform  while  you  were 
an  assistant  clerk  ? 

A,  The  duties  of  an  assistant  clerk. 

Q.  What  were  the  duties  of  a  clerk   of   the   Board  of 
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Supervisors  with  regard  to  the  presoatation  of  claims 
against  the  county  7 

A.  lie  received  the  claims  and  presented  them  to  the 
Board. 

Q.  He  received  them  from  the  claimants  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  presented  them  to  the  Board  t 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  After  that  the  Board  acted  upon  them  ? 

A.  The  Board  would  receive  them  and  refer  them  to 
the  proper  committees  ?  • 

Q.  After  they  were  acted  upon,  did  the  clerk  have  any- 
thing more  to  do  with  them  ? 

A,  He  would  draw  up  a  copy  of  resolution  and  attach 
his  name  to  it  or  direct  one  of  his  assistants  to  do  so. 

Q,  And  then  the  warrant  to  pay  the  bill  in  case  it  was 
favorably  acted  upon  by  the  committee  would  be  drawn 
up. 

A.  A  certified  copy  of  the  resolution  would  go  to  the 
Comptroller's  oflBce,  and  after  examination  the  Comp- 
troller would  sign  it,  and  then  it  would  go  to  the  Mayor^ 
and  he  would  sign  it ;  and  then  it  would  go  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  he  would  sign  it ;  and 
then  it  would  go  to  the  County  Auditor  to  be  given  to  the 
claimants. 

Q.  And  the  County  Auditor  would  give  it  to  the  claim- 
ants? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wlien  was  the  first  time  that  you  knew  of  an  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  certain  members  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors to  require  persons  who  had  claims  against  the  city 
to  raise  them  in  order  that  percentages  might  be  paid  to 
those  officials  ? 

44 
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A,  I  don't  know  as  I  can  remember  the  date. 

Q.  About  what  time  ? 

A.  My  presumption  is  that  it  was  done  all  the  time,  but 
I  became  aware  of  it  in  1869. 

Q.  How  did  you  become  aware  of  any  such  practice  ! 

A.  I  was  directed  by  Mr.  Watson  to  receive  certain  per- 
centages from  persons  having  bills  against  the  county,  and 
to  pay  over  a  part  to  Mr.  Tweed  and  part  to  him. 

Q,  What  position  did  he  occupy  'i 

A.  He  was  County  Auditor. 

■y 

Q.  He  directed  you,  some  time  in  1869,  to  do  what  ? 

A.  To  receive  •certain  percentages. 

Q.  Did  he  direct  you  to  instruct  the  claimants  to  add 
the  percentages  to  their  bills  ? 

A.  No ;  he  instructed  them  himself. 

Q,  Was  it  to  you  or  to  Watson  that  Ingersoll  went  when 
he  said  that  he  had  been  directed  by  Tweed  ? 

A.  I  think  he  was  sent  to  me. 

Q,  Tell  me  what  passed  between  you  and  Ingersoll  ? 

A,  Very  few  words  passed  between  us.  He  said  that 
I  was  to  manage  his  affairs  now.  Very  few  words  were 
said.     I  understood  what  he  meant. 

Q.  What  percentage  did  you  demand  and  receive  on 
behalf  of  the  Supervisors'  Ring  for  claimants  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  received  any. 

Q.  What  did  yon  tell  tiie  claimants? 

A.  This  was  done  under  the  Board  of  Audit. 

Q,  1  am  talking  alxMit   the  Board  of  Supervisors  ? 

A.  I  received  nothing  from  them  under  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

Q,  Well,  including  the  time  of  the  Supervisors'  "Ring," 
what  was  the  customary  percentage  paid  by  claimants? 

A.  Fifteen  ])er  cent. 
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Q.  Did  you  have  any  connection  with  that  matter  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Not  during  the  Supervisors'  time? 

A.  There  inis:ht  have  been  an  odd  case  which  I  have 
forgotten. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  any  case  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Were  yon  cognizant  of  that  corrupt  arraogeraent  in 
the  Board  of  Supervisors? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  was  cognizant  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  that  answer  that  you  were  not  ? 

^.  I  do.     1  mean  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Q.   But  you  knew  thatnt  was  going  on  ? 

A,  1  knew  by  rumor  that  it  was. 

Q.  You  had  heard  of  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  During  the  existence  of  what  was  called  t lie  Super- 
visors' "  Ring,"  you  had  nothing  to  do  with  those  per- 
centages, either  in  demanding  or  receiving  them,  except 
in  that  case  the  particulars  of  which  you  have  forgotten. 
When,  then,  did  you  begin  to  take  an  active  part  in  collect- 
ing those  percentages  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  1869. 

Q,  Tell  me  under  what  circumstances  you  first  began 
to  take  an  active  part  in  that  matter  ? 

A.  Watson,  at  that  time,  told  the  tradesmen  who  had 
bills  against  the  city  that  I  would  manage  the  matter. 

Q.  What  matter  did  he  tell  them  you  were  to  manage? 

A.  That  I  would  receive  65  per  cent,  of  those  bills  and 
that  I  should  pay  25  per  cent,  of  that  to  William  AL 
Tweed  and  the  balance  to  him.  I  retained  sometimes 
2^  per  cent,  for  myself,  sometimes  5  per  cent.,  and  some- 
times nothing. 
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Q.  The  arrangement  was  that  you  should  receive 
from  the  claimants  65  per  cent  of  their  warrants  and  pay 
out  of  that  25  per  cent,  to  Tweed,  and  the  balance  to 
Watson,  except  2^  or  5  per  cent  to  yourself  ? 

A.  Sometimes  I  received  nothing. 

Q.  What  was  Watson  to  do  with  the  balance! 

A.  He  told  me  that  he  had  to  pay  it  to  the  Comptroller* 

Q.  How  much  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  20  per  cent. 

Q,  What  was  the  Comptroller's  name ! 

A.  R.  B.  Connolly. 

Q.  Who  else  was  he  to  give  to! 

A.  He  told  me  that  he  had  to  give  some  to  the  Chamber- 
lain's o£Sce. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  from  the  conversatioiiB 
with  him,  and  from  other  conversations,  was  meant  by  the 
"  Chamberlain's  office !  " 

A.  I  understood  it  to  mean  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  of  course. 

Q.  How  much  was  he  to  get! 

A.  I  think  10  per  cent. 

Q.  Where  did  the  balance  go ! 

A,  Of  course,  I  am  telling  what  he  told  me.  He  said 
that  the  remaining  10  per  cent,  was  for  the  Mayor's  office. 

Q.  Who  was  to  get  that ! 

A,  A.  Oakey  Hall. 

Q.  You  paid  over  the  dividends  to  Tweed ! 

A.  A  few  times  I  may  have  done  so,  and  a  few  times  I 
deposited  it  in  the  Broadway  Bank  for  him. 

Q.  Who  represented,  in  this  matter,  R.  [B.  Connolly  I 

A .  James  Watson. 

Q,  Who  represented  the  Chamberlain's  office ! 

A,  James  M,  Sweeney. 

Q.  Wlio  represented  the  Mayor's  office! 
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A.  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  hear  of  Hugh  Smith  being  connected 
with  that  matter  at  any  time  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  I  have  not  seen  any  percentages  paid  to 
anybody  except  Tweed. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  hear  of  Hugh  Smith  being  connected 
with  these  matters  ? 

A.  I  have  been  informed  that  he  was. 

Q,  Where  did  you  get  your  information  about  Hugh 
Smith  ? 

A., I  may  have  got  it  from  the  newspapers,  or  from 
Tweed,  or  from  Tom,  Dick  or  Harry. 

Q.  That  was  your  impression  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  paid  percentages  yourself  to  Tweed  ;  were 
you  ever  present  when  any  of  these  percentages  were  paid 
to  E.  B.  Connolly  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  present  when  any  of  the  percentages 
were  paid  to  Peter  B.  Sweeney  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Norto  A.  Oakey  HaU? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Not  to  anybody  but  Tweed  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Your  information  about  others  was  obtained  from 
one  or  other  of  the  members  of  the  Kinir  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  say  that  sometimes  you  got  nothing,  sometimes 
24  per  cent,  and  sometimes  5  per  cent,  on  those  war- 
rants— can  you  indicate  (m  what  proportion  of  them  you 
were  paid  5  per  cent,  commission  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  could  not. 
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Q.  Is  there  any  way  in  which  you  could  make  a  rough 
calculation  by  which  we  could  approximate  the  amount  f 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  on  what  portion  you  were  paid  2 J  per  cent  ? 

A.  No.  sir;  I  gave  my  share  of  the  commission  on 
McBride  Davidson  warrants  to  Henry  Smith. 

Q.  That  was  a  matter  of  friendship  between  you  and 
Henry  Smith  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  his  matter  and  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

A,  He  made  an  arrangement  with  Davidson. 

Q.  And  you  gave  him  your  proportion  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  was  that  ? 

A.  Five  per  cent. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  sum  total  of  the  warrants  which 
were  drawn  in 'your  name  and  which  bore  your  indorse- 
ment ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Q,  Does  the  account  in  the  Broadway  Bank  show  the 
total  amount  of  those  raised  fraudulent  claims  which 
passed  through  your  hands.  Did  you  get  any  percentages, 
except  on  those  for  which  the  money  was  deposited  in 
the  Broadway  Bank  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  no  case  did  you  receive  money  or  pay  it  out  ex- 
cept through  the  Broadway  Bank  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  remember.  The  expert  has  all  that  list 
compiled,  and  it  will  show  you  the  full  statement  of  the 
matter.  But  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  answer  all  your 
questions. 

Q.  The  amount  deposited  in  the  Broadway  Bank,  on 
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September  1,  1871,  was  $3,581,254.36,  and  the  checks  on 
it  amounted  to  $931,832.50.  Now  the  deposits  repre- 
sented the  warrants  that  passed  through  your  hands  ? 

A.  Yes,  probably. 

Q.  And  the  checks  represented  what  i 

A.  They  might  have  represented  the  amounts  drawn; 
by  Keyser,  Ingersoll,  Davidson  and  others. 

Q.  The  different  persons  who  had  claims  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Explain,  if  you  please,  the  difference  between  these 
two  amounts.     That  seems  to  remain  still  in  the  bank  ? 

A.  No,  1  wish  it  was  still  there. 

Q.  Where  is  it  ? 

A,  The  balance  probably  was  drawn  in  cash,  in  bills^ 

Q.  And  you  have  no  means  at  all  of  ascertaining  how 
much  money  you  yourself  retained  of  these  fraudulent 
percentages  ? 

A.  I  should  think  it  would  be  on  an  average  2J  per 
cent  on  the  whole  amount. 

Q,  Upon  the  $3,581,254.26  of  the  warrants  deposited 
in  that  bank  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  called  upon  to  testify  in  any  of 
these  Ring  suits? 

A.  1  have  been  notified  to  do  so,  but  I  was  not  called 
upon  to  testify. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  a  larger  proportion  of  these 
warrants  than  5  per  cent.  ? 
A.  Oh  no !  no,  sir. 

Q,  I  call  your  attention  to  certain  warrants  whicb 
really  should  have  been  drawn  to  the  order  of  Ingersoll, 
which  were  drawn  to  the  fictitious  name  of  A.  O.  Miller  f 
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A.  I  treated  them  all  as  IiigersoU's  own  legitimate 
bilk 

Q.  Did  you  pay  over  to  Tweed,  or  deposit  for  Tweed's 
account,  the  percentage  which  was  coming  to  him  on 
A.  G.  Miller's  warrants  ? 

A.  I  presume  1  did — I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

Q.  I  ask  you  the  question  because  it  has  been  said  that 
jou  took  not  only  your  own  5  per  cent,  but  Tweed's  26 
per  cent.,  and  gave  as  a  reason  that  Tweed  did  not  know 
who  Miller  was? 

A,  That  is  a  mistake.  I  think  Mr.  Ingersoll  did  not 
<wear  to  that.     I  think  you  are  mistaken  about  it. 

Q.  Now,  I  want  you  to  tell  me  the  modvs  operandi 
with  these  bills — take  the  case  of  a  claimant  who  pre- 
sented a  bill  to  you,  and  put  it  through  all  the  stages  'i 

A.  Do  you  mean  through  this  Board  of  Audit? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  In  the  majority  of  instances,  I  never  saw  the  bill 
till  it  came  into  the  Clerk's  office  with  a  warrant,  when  I 
would  take  it  over  to  the  Mayor's  office.  It  then  came 
back  again,  and,  if  I  had  anything  to  do  with  it,  I  would 
retain  65  per  cent. 

Q.  Describe  it  more  particularly  ? 

A.  The  warrant  would  come  into  the  Clerk's  .office  and 
he  would  sign  it.  I  would  then  take  it,  with  the  bill  at- 
tached, to  the  Mayor's  office  and  he  would  sign  it.  In  tlie 
first  place  the  warrant  would  come  in  from  the  Comp- 
troller's office  with  his  signature  and  that  of  the  County 
Auditor.  It  was  then  taken  to  the  Mayor's  office,  and  the 
Mayor  would  sign  it  and  return  it  to  the  Clerk's  office.  I 
would  then  indorse  it  and  deposit  it  \u^  the  Broadway 
Bank. 

Q.  What  would  you  do  then  t 
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A.  I  would  take  25  per  cent  of  it  to  Tweed,  and  the 
balance  of  the  65  per  cent,  to  Watson. 

Q,  Where  did  yon  meet  to  make  this  division  ? 

A.  In  the  Chamber  of  the  old  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Q.  How  often  ? 

A.  It  might  be  once  a  day. 

Q.  Whenever  yon  had  any  warrants  ? 

A,  Yes,  they  might  be  in  there  waiting. 

Q,  You  would  get  together,  and  what  would  you  do  ? 

A.  I  have  already  told  you. 

Q,  When  you  met  together,  how  would  you  divide — 
you  would  retain  25  per  cent,  for  yourself  and  Tweed  1 

A.  Watson  would  always  give  me  the  figures  marked 
with  pencil  on  a  piece  of  paper. 

Q.  And  you  would  go  by  that  memorandum  ? 

A.  Always. 

Q.  The  tradesmen  who,  from  time  to  time,  were  engaged 
in  these  fraudulent  practices,  claimed  that  they  had,  at 
times,  some  basis  for  their  bills;  that  part  of  their  bills 
were  for  real  work  done  and  real  materials  furnished — 
now,  was  there  ever  any  scrutiny  into  the  facts  concerning 
any  bill  ? 

A,  I  think  not.     But  1  always  believed  there  was  some 

foundation  for  everv  bill. 

•I 

Q.  What  foundation  was  there  for  your  percentage  ? 

A.  I  suppose  there  was  as  much  foundation  for  that  as 
for  anything. 

Q,  But  what  honest  foundation  was  there  for  the  2^  per 
cent,  you  retained  ? 

A.  That  might  have  been  the  honest  part  of  the  bill? 

Q.  For  all  you  know,  the  part  you  kept  was  the  honest 
part  of  the  bill? 

A,  I  think  so.     I  think  it  was  the  hardest  earned. 
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Q,  So  you  don't  think  there  was  anything  dishonest  in 
your  percentage  7 

A.  No,  sir,  I  don't. 

Q.  And  even  now,  don't  yon  think  there  was  anything 
wrong  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  time  drawing  a  salary  apart  from 
these  percentages  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  the  legitimate  duties  for  which  that 
salary  was  paid  you,  as  near  as  you  can  make  out  t 

A,  To  look  after  Mr.  Tweed's  interests. 

Q.  What  was  your  salary  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  now.  1  might  have  got  $5,000  a 
year  at  the  time. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  what  salary  you  got  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  whether  it  was  $5,000  or  $3,500. 

Q,  It  was  between  $3,500  and  $5,000  K 

A,  I  cannot  answer  that. 

Q.  But  the  salary  that  you  got,  you  got  for  looking 
after  Tweed's  iiiterests  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  else  did  you  do  besides  ? 

A.  Every  thing  that  the  clerk  required  of  me. 

Q.  What  else  did  you  do  ? 

A.  I  had  pretty  nearly  charge  of  the  reports. 

Q,  Did  you  do  that  for  nothing  ? 

A.  You  may  put  it  in  that  light  if  you  choose. 

Q.  What  did  you  get  for  that  ? 
A.  I  took  it  all  in. 

Q,  When  you  were  paid  a  salary  for  looking  after  Mr. 
Tweed's  interest  do  you  think  there  was  nothing  neces- 
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earily  wrong  in  your  taking  this  percentage  in  addition  to 
your  salary  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  still  think  bo! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  was  wrong  for  Tweed  to  take  the 
25  per  cent.  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Or  Connolly? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  wrong  for  Peter  B.  Sweeney  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  wrong  for  Hall  to  take  any  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  will  yon  explain  why  it  was  wrong  for  Hall, 
Sweeney,  and  Connolly  to  take  percentages,  and  not  wrong 
for  you  and  Tweed  ? 

A,  Because  those  years  there  was  a  Republican  Legisla- 
ture, and  that  Republican  Legislature  had  to  be  bought, 
and,  as  I  understood  it,  Mr.  Tweed  had  to  pay  the  money, 
and  I  thought  it  right  and  proper  for  him  to  reimburse 
himself. 

Q,  Do  you  think  it  right  and  proper  to  bribe  a  T^egisla- 
ture  to  procure  legislation  ? 

A,  1  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

Q.  But  do  you  ? 

A,  I  think  every  Legislature  is  bought  more  or  lees. 

Q.  That  is  historical,  not  ethical.  Do  you  think  it  is 
right  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  whether  it  is  right  or  wrong,  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  it 

Q,  Well,  letting  tlie  question  of  Tweed's  moral  respon- 
sibility pass,  why  was  it  right  for  you  to  take  the  money? 
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A,  Well,  I  earned  it. 

Q,  How — in  looking  after  the  collection  of  this  swag? 

A,  Call  it  what  you  please. 

Q.  Well,  percentages  we  will  say  instead  of  swag.  You 
think  you  earned  a  share  in  getting  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  And  you  ct)n6ider  the  city  should  have  paid  you  for 
dividing  this  money  among  the  membei's  of  the  Ring? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  present  occupation  ? 

A.  Farmer. 

Q»  Were  you  a  man  of  means  when  you  were  in  the 
employment  of  the  city  ? 

A,  That  I  don't  think  you  have  any  right  to  ask  me. 

Q,  You  refuse  to  answer  ? 

A,  No.  I  don't  refuse ;  if  you  compel  me  to  answer,  I 
will  answer. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  find  out  what  you  got  from  the  city  t 

A.  I  have  told  you  the  truth,  Mr.  Cole ;  I  donH  know, 
and  therefore  I  don't  think  you  have  any  right  to  question 
further  ? 

Q.  You  refuse  to  answer? 

A.  Yes. 

Q,  Are  you  a  man  of  fortune  now  ? 

A,  Well,  I  am  pretty  comfortable  ;  I  don't  know  how 
much  I  am  worth  ;  I  am  heavily  in  debt,  and  my  property 
may  not  be  worth  anjiihing ;  I  have  some  real  estate  in 
Connecticut — always  had  it ;  never  covered  up  anything ; 
it  is  open  to  everj'body. 

Q,  You  object  to  telling  the  Committee  how  much  you 
had  when  you  were  in  the  Supervisors'  oflSce  ? 

A.  I  certainly  do;  because  I  don't  think  it  is  the  Com- 
mittee's business. 
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Q.  Do  you  think  you  were  worth  $10,000 1 
A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  were  worth  $20,000  ? 
^.  I  am  not  going  to  answer  any  more  queetions  about 
it ;  I  refuse  by  advice  of  my  counsel. 
Q,  Who  is  your  counsel  ? 
A.  That  is  my  business. 

Mr.  John  D.  Townsend — I  did  advise  him  that,  having 
settled  with  the  city,  it  was  none  of  anybody's  businesB  to 
inquire  into  his  private  affairs. 

Q.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  settlement  with  the  City, 
was  it  a  written  settlement? 
A.  I  don't  know. 
Q,  You  never  saw  it  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Have  yon  any  objection  to  tell  us  t 
A,  My  counsel  did  it 

Q.  You  have  no  knowledge  of  how  it  was  done  7 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  then,  do  you  know  it  was  done? 
A,  I  know  that  I  was  released. 
Q,  By  whom? 

A.  By  the  District  Attorney. 
Q.  Have  yon  got  that  release  ? 
A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 
Q.  Have  you  got  a  written  release  ? 
A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  have  a  written  release  ? 
A,  No,  sir ;  not  in  my  possession. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  see  a  written  release  ? 
A.  I  never  asked  to  see  one. 
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Q,  How  then,  do  you  know  that  you  have  had  a  re- 
lease ? 

A.  Because  I  am  here. 

Q,  Tweed  is  here,  yet  he  has  had  no  release  ? 

A.  1  cannot  answer  that  question. 

Q.  You  think  it  is  absohitely  certain  that  you  have  had 
a  release,  because  you  are  here '( 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  You  don't  know  who  gave  you  that  release  ? 

A .  I  don't  know  anything  about  it.  That  is  a  matter 
for  my  counsel  to  answer. 

Q.  Now,  you  say  that  you  have  never  seen  a  release 
from  the  city,  and  all  that  you  know  about  it  is  only  what 
your  counsel  has  told  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  yet  you  refuse  to  answer  any  questions  about 
what  property  you  had  when  you  entered  into  the  employ- 
ment of  the  city  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  do,  upon  the  advice  of  ray  counsel. 

Q.  You  don't  know  through  whom  that  release  was 
effected  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  don't  know  the  terms  of  that  release  i 

A,  I  don^t  know  exactly  what  you  mean. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  what  were  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  that  release ;  what  you  were  to  do  and  what  the  city 
was  to  do  ?     Who  spoke  for  the  city  ? 

A.  1  suppose  Mr.  Wheeler  H.  Peckhain. 

Q.  What  were  the  conditions  of  the  release? 

A.  1  was  to  pay  $105,000,  cash  down,  and  $50,000  with 
interest,  at  the  expiration  of  six  months'  time.  He  was 
to  release  ine  both  civilly  and  criminally,  and  I  was  to  go 
free. 
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Q.  From  all  snits  and  actions  of  every  kind  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  was  perfectly  understood  between  you 
and  Mr.  Peckhani  ? 

A.  Between  my  counsel  and  Mr.  Peckham. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  spoken  to  Mr.  Peckham  about  the 
release  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  paid  $105,000  cash? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Comptroller  has  received  only  $100,000? 

A.  That  1  understand  was  to  be  given  to  the  City,  and 
I  paid  $5,000  for  the  expenses  of  the  law  business. 

Q.  To  whom? 

A.  To  Mr.  Peckham. 

Q.  You  paid  him  a  fee  ? 

A.  No — not  a  fee,  but  the  costs  of  the  suit. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  how  far  the  suit  had  gone  ? 

A.  I  was  absent  from  the  citv,  and  therefore  I  don't 
know. 

Q.  You  paid  $100,000  to  the  Comptroller,  and  $5,000 
was  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Peckham — was  any  more  ever 
received  by  the  Comptroller? 

A.  I  was  to  pay  a  note  at  six  months  of  $50,000 — my 
counsel  paid  it. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  that  note  ? 

A.  I  did\ 

Q.  Was  it  paid  at  maturity  ? 

A.  It  was — six  months  after  date,  with  interest. 

Q.  That  would  be  about  July,  1877  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  did  yuu  pay  that  $50,000  ? 

A.  To  my  counsel. 
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Q.  John  D.  Townsend  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  To  wliom  ? 

A.  To  General  Smith  of  Norwalk. 

Q.  Did  you  give  a  receipt? 

A  They  had  a  mortgage  upon  my  projierty  for  that 
$50,000,  and  I  believe  he  got  a  release  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  papers  ? 

A.  No;  1  have  not  seen  them.  I  know  that  I  owe 
$40,000  towards  that  payment  on  account  of  it. 

Q.  The  Comptroller  instructs  me  that  he  had  not  re- 
ceived that  last  payment  at  the  treasury  ? 

A.  I  paid  $105,000  cash  down.  I  gave  my  note  at  six 
months  for  $50,000,  secured,  and  I  agreed  to  be  a  witness 
for  the  people. 

Q.  One  purpose  of  this  investigation  is  to  ascertain 
whether  these  compromises  were  proper  to  be  made ;  now 
in  that  view  I  would  like  you  to  give  some  idea  as  to  the 
amount  of  your  percentages? 

A.  I  could  not. 

Q.  Do  you  think  they  amounted  to  as  much  as  $150,000. 
A,  I  think  they  did. 

Q.  How  much  more  ? 

A.  1  don't  think  they  amounted  to  much  more. 

Q.  Do  you  think  they  amounted  to  any  more? 
A.  I  think  not,  when  I  paid  my  political  and  other 
assessments. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  get  some  idea  of  the  amount  ? 
A.  You  cannot  from  me,  because  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Well,  have  you  not  an  idea  whether  they  amounted 
to  more  than  $150,000  or  much  more? 
A.  I  have  no  idea. 
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Q.  From  what  you  have  left,  can't  you  form  some  idea 
from  that  data? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Do  you  give  that  answer  under  oath  t 

A.  I  try  to  tell  the  truth  as  well  as  I  can. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  your  percentage  amounted  to  as 
much  as  $500,000  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  mean  including  all  your  political  and  other  assess- 
ments? 

A,  No,  sir;  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  I  insist  upon  an  answer  to  that  question ! 

A,  Well,  sir,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  your  percentage  amounted  to 
$400,000. 

A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  think  they  amounted  to  $300,000 1 

A,  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  think  they  amounted  to  $200,000  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Cole  here  reminded  the  witness  that  if  he  did 
not  answer  the  questions  more  definitely  he  would  be 
under  the  necessity  of  sending  the  witness  before  a  Judge  in 
Chambers.  He  would  therefore  request  the  Committee 
to  instruct  him  what  he  should  do. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing  to  witness)  —When  you  say 
that  you  have  no  recollection,  you  mean  that  you  don't 
know? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't  know  anything  about  it,  because  I 
never  kept  any  memoranda. 

45 
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Q.  You  cannot  approximate  to  the  amount  ? 

A.  I  presume  that  I  might  have  received  $150,000, 
$200,000,  or  $250,000.     I  don't  know. 

Q.  You  have  no  recollection  ? 

A.  I  have  no  record  at  all,  and  I  could  not  say  whether  I 
received  a  percentage  on  certain  bills  or  not. 

Q,  (By  Mr.  Cole) — 1  do  not  expect  you  to  be  accurate, 
but  you  can  surely  tell  whether  your  illegitimate  profits 
amounted  to  more  than  $100,000? 

A,  I  don't  think  anything  at  all  about  it. 

Q.  Then  how  do  you  reconcile  the  fact  that  you  swore 
you  did  not  receive  as  much  as  $200,000,  with  the  state- 
ment that  you  don't  think  anything  at  all  about  it  ? 

A,  You  expect  me  to  give  you  an  answer  when  I  cannot, 
because  I  have  no  recollection. 

Q.  You  cannot  tell  whether  or  not  you  received 
$400,000  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Then  you  might  have  received  that  much  ? 

A,  I  have  no  recollection. 

Q.  So  it  might  have  been  $400,000  for  all  that  you 
recollect  to  the  contrary  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Q.  Will  you  swear  that  you  did  not  receive  $400,000  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

^.  Will  you  swear  that  you  did  not  receive  as  much  as 
one  million  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  swear  that  you  did  not  receive  $700,000  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  will  swear  that  you  did  not  receive 
as  much  as  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Was  it  over  $100,000  ? 

A.  It  might  have  been  $200,000''or  $300,000  ? 

Q.  And  that  is  as  near  as  you  can  approximate  to  it  t 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you,  have  you  been  a  witness  before  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q,  This  is  your  first  appearance  as  a  witness  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Were  you  under  advice  of  counsel  before  you  came 
here  to  testify  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  advise  you  not  to  answer  certain  questions 
that  were  put  to  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  is  a  certain  line  of  examination  which  you 
have  permission  to  answer  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  a  certain  line  which  you  are  not  permitted  to 
answer? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  he  told  me  not  to  answer  some  questions 
in  case  they  were  put  to  me,  on  the  ground  that  I  had 
made  a  settlement  with  the  city. 

Mr.  Cole — ^Was  it  Mr.  Townsend  who  so  instructed  you 

about  those  matters  ? 

Mr.  Townsend  said  that  he  gave  the  witness  no  such 
advice  as  that. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowino) — You  say  that  you  com- 
menced working  for  the  city  in  1868  or  1869  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  these  irregularities  commenced 
before  that  time  ? 

-4.  I  do.  I  believe  that  the  city  is  now,  and  always 
will  be,  swindled. 
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Q.  And  that  they  pay  now  more  than  they  ought  to 
pay? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  yon  give  that  from  yonr  own  knowledge  and 
experience  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  have  no  doubt  that  the  city  is  being  now 
swindled  out  of  money ! 

A,  I  suppose  that  they  are  paying  now  more  than  they 
ought  to  pay. 

Q.  And  you  have  gained  that  knowledge  from  many 
years  of  experience  in  the  city  government  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  The  city  isn't  like  an  individual.  It  hasn't 
the  money  to  pay  when  the  work  is  done,  and  the  claim- 
ant has  to  wait,  maybe  six  months,  maybe  ten  years.  I 
have  known  cases  where  just  bills  were  not  paid  for 
ten  years,  and  all  that  has  to  be  taken  into  consideration. 

Q.  And  you  think  these  percentages  are  a  punishment 
on  the  city  for  being  a  slow  paymaster  ? 

A.  Rather  by  way  of  recompense  to  the  claimant  for 
having  to  wait  for  his  money. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that,  in  good  morafs,  you  had  the 
right  to  receive  percentages  upon  claims  against  the  city  ? 

A.  I  didn't  bother  my  head  about  it. 

Q.  Why  do  you  conclude,  that  the  city  will  always 
have  to  pay  percentages  on  claims  against  it? 

A.  Well,  because  I  believe,  as  long  as  public  officers  are 
turned  out  of  their  positions  after  a  year  or  so's  service,  and 
new  one's  put  in  their  places,  it  will  always  be  so. 

Q,  Then  you  are  in  favor  of  civil  service  reform  ? 
A.  I  should  be  if  I  took  any  interest   in  politics,  but  I 
don't  bother  myself  about  politics  any  more. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  now  in  which  the 
city  is  being  defrauded  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  give  them  any  opinion  by  which  they  could 
arrive  at  fixing  $155,000  as  a  basis  for  your  settlement 
with  the  city  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  My  counsel  did  that.  I  believe  that  they 
visited  my  property  and  made  up  their  minds  as  to  what 
they  coald  collect. 

Q.  Were  they  correct  in  their  judgment  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  what  opinion  they  formed. 

Q.  You  had  nothing  put  away  quietly  t 
A,  I  had  nothing  covered  up. 

Q.  You  gave  them  no  information  whatever  ? 
A.  I  gave  them  all  the  information  they  asked.     I  told 
them  everything  I  knew. 

Q.  Did  you  give  them  any  more  information  than  you 
have  given  us  to-day  ? 

A,  I  don't  remember  whether  1  did  or  not.  I  have 
answered  every  question  that  1  possibly  could  answer. 

Q.  Oh  yes;  I  think  you  liave  answered  very  frankly 
indeed. 

A.  I  am  willing  to  do  so,  1  assure  you. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Was  the  proposition  to 
settle  vnth  the  city  for  $155,000  made  to  you  or  by  you? 

A,  I  don't  know;  I  will  say  this,  that  1  was  always 
in  favor  of  settling  for  money  ever  since  I  went  away 
rather  than  go  upon  the  witness  stand. 

Q.  Did  you  try  to  find  out  how  this  particular  sum  of 
$156,000  came  to  be  fixed  upon? 

A.  I  don't  know.  It  was  an  understanding  between 
the  two  counsel  in  the  case. 
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Q.  Who  represented  you  in  your  negotiations  with  the 
city? 

A.  I  was  represented  by  Mr.  John  D.  Townsend  in  the 
criminal  suits,  and  by  General  D.  Smith,  o^  Norwalk, 
Conn.,  in  the  civil  suits. 

Q,  Can  you  state  how  much  money  you  have  received 
from  the  City  and  County  of  New  York  which  came  to 
you  by  way  of  percentages  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  know  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can't  you  approximate  it  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  two  or  three  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars. 

Q.  And  you  have  some  money  left? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  a  man  of  good  standing  and  respectability^ 
in  Norwalk,  where  you  live,  are  you  not? 

A,  I  hope  so. 

Q,  Now,  do  you  think  it  is  a  fair  thing  to  keep  back 
any  of  the  city's  money  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  have  any  of  the  city's  money. 

Q,  But  you  say  you  received  $300,000,  and  only  paid 
back  $150,000? 

A.  Well,  I've  none  of  the  city's  money  left. 

^.  But  you  confessedly  have  not  given  back  as  much 
as  you  fraudulently  obtained,  and  you  are  in  position  to 
make  restitution  of  more  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  Now,  how  much  more  could  you  restore  if  impelled 
by  a  moral  conviction  of  the  necessity  of  dealing  with  the 
city  with  perfect  honesty  ? 

A.  I  couldn't   restore  another   dollar.     The  $150,000 
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was  all  I  could  restore,  and  I  don't  think  you  have  any 
right  to  ask  me  those  questions. 

Q.  I  wish  to  see  if  you  are  reformed  ? 

A.  I  am  not  a  reformer. 

Q.  And  you  would  still  do  the  same  thing  over  again 
if  you  had  a  chance  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  there's  one  in  this  room  who  wouldn't 
do  it  if  they  had  a  chance. 

Q.  That  is  not  complimentary  to  the  people  in  thi» 
room — do  you  include  yourself  ? 

A .  Oh,  yes,  of  course  I  do. 

Q.  Then  the  city's  compromising  with  you  has  not  made 
an  y  better  man  and  citizen  of  you  ? 

A.  I  am  not  a  citizen  of  New  york,  and  have  got 
nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  get  at  your  idea  of  what  might  hon- 
estly be  expected  of  you  ? 

A.  You  have  no  right  to  ask  me  those  questions,  Alder- 
man ;  but  if  you  ask  my  opinion  of  politicians,  I  can  only 
•ay  I  never  met  an  honest  one,  and  I  don't  believe  there's 
an  honest  politician  in  the  world. 

Q.  And  you  still  insist  those  2^  and  sometimes 
5  per  cent,  was  an  honestly  made  percentage  on  your 
part? 

A,  I  think  1  earned  it 

Q.  And  you  still  think  it  was  honest  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  are  not  willing  to  pay  back  to  the  city  any 
more  of  the  money  you  fraudulently  obtained  from  the 
city,  to  make  restitution  as  far  as  is  in  your  power ! 

A.  I  have  settled  with  the  city,  sir. 

Q.  You  don't  estimate  the  honesty  of  your  fellow-men 
very  highly  ? 
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A.  I  never  saw  an  honest  politician  in  my  life. 

Q.  Never  did  ? 

A,  Never,  sir ;  and  my  experience  is  about  at  good  as 
mnybody's  in  this  room. 

^.  Have  you  met  all  politicians  7 

A.  I  have  met  all  stripes  of  them. 

Q.  And  never  found  an  honest  one  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  What  do  you  predicate  that  on  ? 

A,  On  my  intimacy  with  them. 

Q.  May  it  not  have  been  due  to  your  unfortunate 
experience  in  having  been  connected  with  dishoneBt 
men? 

A.  It  may  have  been  so,  but  you  asked  me  for  my 
opinion,  and  I  have  given  it  to  you  honestly  ;  I  may  have 
been  more  unfortunate  than  others,  but  I  don't  think  so. 

Q,  Do  you  know  now  of  any  other  illegal  practioea  as 
to  which  you  have  not  been  particularly  interrogated  t 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  stated  all  that  you  know  from  the  time 
yoH  first  commenced  your  connection  with  these  frauds  up 
to  the  present  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Did  you  ever  sign  the  name  of  John 
H.  Keyser,  or  Keyser  &  Co.,  on  the  back  of  any  war- 
rants? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  power  of  attorney  to  do  so  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  the  power  of  attorney  in  writing. 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  was  in  his  own  handwriting. 

Q.  Was  it  limited  to  any  particular  time  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q,  So  wherever  your  indorsement  appears  upon  the 
back  of  a  warrant  yon  did  it  under  his  power  of  attorney  ! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Take  these  (handing  witness  a  bundle  of  warrants) 
iind  i>oint  out  which  ones  yon  signed  ? 

A,  I  presume  I  signed  the  wliole  of  them. 

Q.  Look  over  them. 

A.  I  have  done  so ;  I  have  looked  at  them  all. 

Q.  Look  at  the  dates  and  see  if  you  were  empowered 
to  indorse  them  at  the  time  you  did  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  know  I  was. 

Q.  Look  at  these  and  see  if  you  signed  them  (hand- 
ing witness  some  other  warrants). 

A.  They  are  in  the  same  handwriting. 

Q.  And  these — in  whose  handwriting  are  they?  (hand 
ing  witness  three  othera). 

A,  They  don't  look  to  bo  in  my  handwriting;  I  don't 
think  thev  are. 

[These  warrants  that  witness  testified  had  been  signed 
by  him  under  the  circumstances  stated  had  been  selected  by 
William  IL  Keyser  as  forgeries;  and  three  of  them  which 
witness  could  not  identify  as  having  been  indorsed  by 
him,  wore  again  submitted  to  Keyser  for  inspection,  and 
he  said  that  he  did  not  know  or  was  not  sure,  but  they 
might  have  been  signed  by  himself.] 

Q.  I  understand  with  regard  to  these  vouchers  that 
with  the  exception  of  three,  you  signed  them  all  under  the 
power  of  attorney  given  you  by  John  U.  Keyser,  and  that 
John  H.  Keyser  was  Keyser  and  Comi)any  ? 

A.  lie  gave  me  a  power  of  attorney  to  sign  for  botli,and 
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his  reason  was  that  he  did  not  want  to  hang  around  the 
City  Hall. 

[John  H.  Keyser  was  here  asked  if  he  was  prepared 
to  say  that  he  liad  not  signed  the  three  warrants  referred 

to,  and  he  replied  that  he  would  not  swear  to  that,  that  he 

did  not  know,  that  he  was  in  great  doubt  about  it.] 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — From  1868,  the  time  when 
you  commenced  working  for  the  City  Government,  down 
to  what  time  did  you  cease  working  for  the  City  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  1870. 

Q,  Were  you  engaged  in  any  other  employment  or 
business  except  serving  the  City  and  County  of  New 
York  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  commenced  working  for  City  and 
County  Government,  how  much  were  you  worth? 

A.  1  don't  remember. 

Q.  Were  you  worth  as  much  as  $100,000  in  1868  or 
1859,  when  yon  were  first  employed  by  the  City  and 
County  Government  ? 

A,  I  was  a  young  man,  tiien. 

Q.  Were  you  worth  as  much  as  $100,000  at  that  time? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  As  much  as  $50,000? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  As  much  as  $25,000  ? 

A.  I  could  not  answer  that.  1  was  married  about  that 
time,  and  my  wife  brouglit  me 

Q,  Leaving  out  what  your  wife  brought  you,  were  you 
wortli  as  much  as  $25,000? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You   commenced  to  work  on  a  salary  of  $1,500  a 
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A,  I  don't  know,  it  may  be  less. 

Q,  How  many  years  did  you  work  for  the  County  of 
New  York  for  that  salary,  or  less  ? 

A.  I  worked  till  1870. 

Q.  At  that  salary  ? 

A,  No,  I  did  not  say  that. 

Q.  But  you  received  for  your  Bervices  more  than  that,as 
you  continued  in  the  employment  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  the  amount,  but  I  received  as  much 
as  $5,000  a  year.  They  used  sometimes  to  pay  me  two 
or  three  thousand  dollars  for  extending  the  tax  lists,  etc. 

Q.  Well,  including  what  you  received  for  your  services 
on  the  tax  lists,  and  other  services  in  the  County  Clerk's 
office,  how  much  did  you  receive  a  year  ? 

A.  It  might  be  $10,000,  $12,000,  or  $16,000  a  year. 

Q,  Ilow  many  of  those  years  did  you  receive  as  much 
as  $15,000  ? 

A.  Oh,  it  might  be  several  years. 

Q.  How  many  should  you  think? 

A.  I  don't  remember.  / 

Q.  How  much  have  you  been  worth  at  any  time 
between  1858  and  1871? 

A.  I  could  not  answer  that ;  I  was  a  heavy  speculator 
in  stocks,  sometimes  losing  and  at  other  times  winning. 
Watson  and  I  were  partners,  and  we  speculated  a  good 
deal.  If  we  won,  the  profits  would  be  divided,  and  if  we 
lost  the  losses  would  also  be  divided  between  us.  Some- 
time my  losses  were  very  heavy. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  books  of  accounts  during  these  years  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  When  did  you  cease  working  for  the  county  of  New 
York? 

A.  I  left  off  of  my  own  free  will  in  1870. 
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Q,  At  that  time  how  much  were  you  worth  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  Were  you  worth  as  much  as  $500,000? 

A.  It  might  be.     Probably  I  was  at  that  time. 

Q.  And  you  state  that  from  the  time  you  commenced 
down  to  the  time  you  ceased  working  for  the  county,  you 
had  been  upon  a  salary  which  never  amounted  to  more 
than  $15,000,  and  much  of  the  time  did  not  amount  to 
more  than  $5,000  ? 

A.  I  used  to  take  all  I  could  get,  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  were  very  liberal  to  me. 

Q.  About  how  much  did  it  cost  you  to  live  per  annum  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Did  it  cost  you  as  much  as  $10,000  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  your  political  assessments  and 
the  money  you  spent  from  1858  to  1S69  amounted  to  that 
annually  ? 

A,  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  Taking  the  year  1S59,  can  you  tell? 

A.  No,  sir ;  because  I  was  then  making  money  in  Wall 
street. 

Q.  Did  you  not  spend  as  much  every  year  as  you  were 
getting  from  the  City  of  New  York  by  way  of  legitimate 
salary  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  year  can  you  remember  during^  which  you 
were  unable  to  save  a  portion  of  your  salary? 

A.  I  never  remember  a  year  in  which  I  did  not  BaT» 
some  portion  of  it. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  save  a  year  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  save  as  much  as  $5,000  ? 
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A.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Q.  Was  this  $150,000  made  up  of  percentages  which 
you  received  from  Tweed  and  others  ? 

A,  No,  I  think  that  most  of  it  was  made  in  stocks. 

Q.  What  stocks  did  you  buy  ? 

A.  Watson  and  I  speculated  together.  He  was  my 
partner,  and  we  divided  the  profits  and  losses. 

Q,  You  cannot  tell  now  how  much  of  that  money  was 
abstracted  from  the  County  Treasury  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  approximate  the  amount  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  swear  that  one-half  of  it  was  not? 

A.  Y^s,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  swear  that  no  more  than  $155,000  which 
you  paid  back  on  settlement  with  the  city  ? 

A.  I  am  willing  to  swear  that  if  I  had  to  do  the  thing 
over  again,  I  would  not  have  made  any  settlement  at  aU. 

Q.  What  would  you  have  done  ? 

A.  I  think  I  should  have  stayed  away. 

Q.  You  settled  then  under  a  misapprehension.  Do  you 
think  you  did  yourself  an  injustice  in  making  the  settle- 
ment ?  Do  you  think  the  city  profited  by  the  settlement 
— ^got  more  than  its  just  due  ? 

A.  No ;  I  mean  that  if  1  had  known  beforehand  how 
little  I  would  have  left  after  settling,  I  wouldn't  have 
settled  at  all,  but  would  have  stayed  away  altogether,  and 
never  have  come  back. 

Q.  Why,  what  you^have  left  gives  you  a  good  living, 
doesn't  it  ? 

A.  Not  much. 

Q.  What  are  you  doing  now  f 

A.  Oh,  I'm  farming,  tinkering  around,  speculating  a 
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little.  But  it's  my  own  business  wiiatTm  doing  now,  not 
yours. 

Q.  I  only  wish  to  ascertain  if  you  really  had  not  enough 
left  to  enable  you  to  live  like  a  prince. 

A,  I've  seen  a  good  many  princes  abroad  that  didn't  live 
very  well. 

The  Committee  at  this  point  was  declared  adjourned 
until  next  day  at  eleven.  Mr.  Cowing  telling  Woodward 
to  refresh  his  memory  in  the  meantime  upon  the  matters 
which  he  had  apparently  forgotten.  Woodward  boister- 
ously declared  he  was  willing  to  sit  until  midnight  to  get 
through,  but  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to  keep  him 
several  days  away  from  home  to  the  neglect  of  his  busi- 
ness. 

Alderman  Cowing  —In  view  of  the  munificent  manner 
in  which  the  city  has  treated  you,  you  ought  not  to 
object  to  giving  it  three  or  four  days  of  your  valuable 
services  for  nothing. 

Woodward— Well,  as  to  that,  I  do  not  know  that 
I  am  serving  it.  The  opinion  is  very  general  that  this 
Committee  is  doing  the  city  an  injury  by  making  this 
testimony  public.  I  think  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Corpora- 
tion Counsel's  Office. 

Alderman  Lewis  here  rapped  for  order,  and  said  the 
witness  had  no  right  to  make .  such  remarks. 

Woodward — Well,  that  is  the  opinion,  and  I  ain't 
afraid  to  express  it. 

Mr.  Cole  said  that,  speaking  for  the  Counsel  to  the  CJor- 
poration,  that  statement  was  not  correct. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned  until  the  next  day  at  11 
o'clock  A.  H. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH  DAY. 


November  28,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"        Cowing, 
"         Slevin. 

The  examination  of  Woodward  was  resumed,  as 
follows : 

E.  A.  Woodward — Mr.  Chairman,  I  desiie  to  make  an 
explanation.  I  will  say  that  I  have  been  reported  as  hav- 
ing been  impertinent  and  impudent  to  this  Honorable 
Committee  at  the  last  meeting.  I  wish  now  to  say  that  1 
had  no  desire  or  intention  of  being  so ;  and  if  I  was  so, 
inadvertently,  1  ask  your  pardon  and  offer  every  apology. 
I  am  also  represented  as  saying  that  I  am  not  sorry  for 
my  share  in  these  fraudulent  practices.  I  am  sorry,  and 
have  always  been  in  favor  of  making  restitution.  Actions 
speak  louder  than  words. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — You  have  said  that  you 
were  advised  by  some  persons  in  the  Corporation  Counsel's 
office  that  this  investigation  was  of  no  good  to  the  city. 
Will  you  please  state  who  in  the  Corporation  Counsel's 
ofBce  gave  such  advice  ? 

A.  I  may  have  misunderstood  it.  I  was  not  so  advised 
in  the  Cc^rporation  Counsel's  office.  It  was  a  remark  I 
heard  from  Mr.  Ingersoll. 
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Q.  Then,  as  far  as  you  are  concerned,  you  Lave  heard 
nothing  on  that  subject  from  the  Corporation  Counsel'^ 
office? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  thing,  except 
what  is  given  by  you  from  hearsay  ? 

A.  That  is  all. 

Q,  (By  Mr.  Cole) — At  the  time  of  the  settlement  which 
took  place  with  you,  was  that  settlement  predicated  on 
any  information  that  you  gave  the  law  officers  of  your 
ability  to  settle. 

A,  I  think  the  law  officers  understood  exactly  what  I 
was  worth. 

Q.  Did   you  make  any  statement  to  them  as   data  on 
which  to  predicate  that  settlement  ? 
A.  I  presume  my  counsel  did. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  information  was  given  to  the 
law  officers  on  which  that  settlement  was  predicated  ? 
^.  I  do  not  know. 

Q,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  paid  Mr.  Peckham 

$5,000  ? 
A.  I  did. 

Q,  Did  you  personally  pay  that  to  him  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  that  that  amount 
was  paid  to  Mr.  Peckham  ? 

A.  I  only  know  it  from  what  my  attorney  tells  me;  I 
believe  that  that  was  paid  in  order  that  the  city  might  not 
be  compelled  to  pay  any  of  the  expenses  of  the  settle- 
ment. 

Q.  At  any  rate  you  did  pay  that  to  effect  the  settlement  t 

A,  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  In  payment  for  services  rendered  by  Mr.  Peckham 
in  settlement  to  the  city  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  bill  made  out  by  Mr.  Peckham  ? 

-4.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Who  was  your  counsel  ? 

A.  General  Smith. 

Q.  Was  that  sum  to  be  understood  as  payment  in  full 
of  all  services? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  He  chose  to  oblige  me  to  pay  for  his  ser- 
vices rather  than  the  city. 

Q.  Yon  state  that  you  were  obliged  to  make  the  pay- 
ment? 

A.  He  insisted  that  I  should  do  so  rather  than  that  the 
city  should  be  at  any  expense. 

Q.  You  have  no  knowledge  that  he  was  advised  as  to 
your  ability  to  pay  him  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  your  counsel  so  informed  ? 

A.  He  was. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  amount  of  money  which  you  ob- 
tained from  the  city  through  these  percentages  ? 

A.  I  could  not  answer  that.  It  might  be  $100,000  and 
it  might  be  $200,000  or  $300,000. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know — did  you  ever  keep  any  account 
at  all  ? 

A.  I  never  kept  any  account. 

Q.  Didn't  you  keep  a  bank  account  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  in  the  Broadway  Bank. 

Q.  Well,  can't  you  tell  from  that  ? 
A.  You  can  tell  that  better  than  I  can.     You  have  the 
expert's  testimony  in  relation  to  that. 

46 
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Q,  The  only  person  who  has  ever  informed  you  that  the 
Corporation  Counsel's  office  was  opposed  to  this  investiga- 
tion was  Mr.  Ingei-soU — no  one  else  ? 

A.  No  one  else. 

Q.  Did  he  say  that  he  had  that  direct  from  the  ofBce 
of  the  Corporation  ? 

A.  No.  lie  said  he  thought  that  that  was  the  idea  in 
the  Corporation  Counsel's  office.  He  might  have  heard  it 
from  some  one  else,  or  I  might  have  misunderstood 
him. 

Q.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Woodward,  the  statement  from 
the  Broadway  Bank,  which  is  made  up  of  vouchers  signed 
by  Garvey,  Ingersoll,  Miller,  Tweed  and  others,  makes  an 
aggregate  of  $6,198,*i77.85 — did  you  receive  commissions 
on  all  these  warrants  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  indicate  on  how  many  ? 

^.  As  I  have  already  stated,  I  did  not  on  J.  Mc- 
Bride  Davidson's  account,  nor  on  the  stationers'  account, 
nor  on  some  others — I  had  nothing  to  do  with  them. 

Q,  On  Davidson's  account  you  collected  percentages, 
•but  paid  it  over  to  Henry  Smith  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  stationers'  account,  who  do  you  mean  by 
that  ? 

A,  Seymour  &  Co. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  how  much  that  amounted  to? 

A.  I  have  not. 

(Q,  Did  you  collect  the  percentages  that  would  have 
gone  to  you  on  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  took  them  out  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Except  in  the  stationers'  bills  and  J.  McBride 
Davidson's,  yoii  got  your  commission  upon  all  those  war- 
rants deposited  in  the  Broadway  Bank  ? 

A,  There  might  have  been  some  individual  exceptions. 

Q.  Bat  you  cannot  point  out  any? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  your  intention  to  get  yoar  percentages  on  all 
of  them  ? 

A.  No,  sir.     It  was  not  my  intention. 

Q,  In  which  case  was  it  not  your  intention  ? 

A,  In  the  case  of  Davidson  and  the  stationers.  I  have 
excepted  them. 

Q.  Except  those,  it  was  your  intention  to  collect  your 
2i  or  5  per  cent,  on  the  rest ;  and  if  you  did  not  do  it,  it 
was  by  omission  of  which  you  have  no  recollection  now? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  was  the  reason  for  yonr  habit  of  sometimes 
taking  5  per  cent,  and  sometimes  2^  per  cent  as  your 
percentage  ? 

A.  It  was  according  to  the  instructions  I  received  from 
Mr..  Watson. 

Q.  It  was  usually  6  per  cent.,  was  it  not  ? 

A.  At  first  it  was  2^  per  cent 

Q.  How  long  did  that  last? 

A.  Three  or  four  months  out  of  the  year. 

Q,  It  was  afterwards  raised  to  5  per  cent.  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  this  business  of  percentages  increased  in 
amount  as  the  year  advanced? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  You  charged  5  per  cent  on  the  greater  part  of  these 
warrants. 

A.  Probably  about  one-half  of  them. 
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Q.  Not  more  than  one-half  ? 

A.  I  presume  not. 

Q.  You  think  probably  the  fair  way  would  be  to  calcu- 
late on  one-half  of  them  at  5  per  cent  ? 

A.  It  would  approach  that. 

Q.  For  the  first  three  or  four  months  you  charged  2^ 
per  cent  ? 

A,  It  may  have  been  six  months,  or  it  may  have  been 
nine  months. 

Q.  Or  it  might  have  been  twelve  months  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.    The  thing  lasted  about  a  year  and  half. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  charge  2^  per  cent  before  it  was 
raised  to  6  per  cent  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  how  long. 

Q.  Was  it  six  months? 

A,  I  could  not  tell  vou. 

Q,  Was  it  as  much  as  one-half  of  the  whole  eighteen 
months  ? 

A,  I  could  not  tell.  In  those  times  I  went  according 
to  my  instructions,  according  to  the  instructions  given  me. 

Q.  But  you  must  have  known  whether  you  charged.  2^^ 
or  5  per  cent.  ? 

A.  It  did  not  make  any  impression  upon  me. 

Q,  It  did  not  make  any  impression  upon  your  mind, 
when  these  large  sums  went  through  your  hands,  whether 
you  got  2 J  or  5  per  cent? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  And  there  is  »o  way  by  which  you  can  refresh  your 
memory  ? 

A,  N<;,  sir. 

Q,  You  said  that  2^  per  cent,  on  the  whole  amount 
would  be  a  fair  average ;  tell  the  Committee  how  you  came 
to  make  that  average  ? 
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A.  I  think  it  would  average  that. 

Q.  How  do  you  come  to  think  so  7 

A.  1  cannot  answer  that  question  ;  I  do  not  know,  I  only 
guess  it. 

Q,  You  told  'me  yesterday  you  did  not  guess  under 
oath? 

A.  You  asked  me  to  guess. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  answer  is  of  any  value  to  the 
Committee  in  determining  how  much  you  got  ? 

A.,  You  asked  me  the  question  and  I  am  trying  to 
answer  you ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  you  have  any  right 
to  ask  me  these  questions ;  1  would  like  to  ask  you  one. 
Have  you  any  right  to  question  me  thus  ? 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  2i  was  a  fair  average  on  the 
percentages  you  received  on  the  warrants ;  I  want  to 
ascertain  the  amount  you  did  get  ? 

A,  I  cannot  answer  that  question ;  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Now,  having  failed  to  ascertain  in  that  way  how  much 
you  got,  I  will  proceed  to  another,  and  for  that  purpose  I 
will  ask  you  this  question :  How  much  were  you  worth 
when  you  entered  tlie  service  of  the  City  as  assistant 
clerk  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors? 

A.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Committee  if  I  am  com- 
pelled to  answer  that  question  ? 

Mr.  Lewis  (Chairman) — You  must  answer  the  question? 

A,  I  might  have  been  worth  several  thousands  of  dol- 
lars. 

Q,  (By  Mr.  Colk)— Do  you  consider  that  that  is  an 
answer  to  the  question  ? 

A.  I  was  worth  several  thousands  of  dollars. 

Q.  How  much  do  mean  by  several  'i 

A.  I  cannot  answer. 
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Q.  Was  it  as  many  as  $20,000  f 

A.  I  cannot  answer  that. 

Q,  What  were  you  worth  when  you  became  of  age  and 
independent  of  your  father  ? 

A.  When  1  become  of  age  I  got  married. 

Q,  How  much  do  you  think  that  you  were  worth  when 
you  entered  the  service  of  the  City  of  New  York  as  Ab- 
sistant  Clerk  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  ? 

A.  Several  thousands  of  dollars. 

Q.  Was  it  as  much  as  $20,000  ? 

A.  It  was  several  thousands  of  dollars. 

Q.  Were  you  worth  $100,000  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  how  much  l^as  worth. 

Mr.  Woodward  here  said  he  did  not  think  he  should 
be  compelled  to  answer  questions  concerning  the  amounts 
he  had  received  from  the  city,  or  what  he  was  worth 
before  he  entered  the  service  of  the  city,  since  he  had 
made  a  settlement  with  the  city. 

Alderman  Lkwis  said  that  the  information  sought  to 
be  obtained  on  such  matters  was  the  main  object  for 
which  the  Committee  had  been  constituted,  and  that  the 
question  was  pertinent 

Alderman  Cowing — I  cannot  see  how  yon  can  be 
harmed  by  answering.  The  question  is  asked,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  commencing  any  suit  against  you,  but  simply 
to  assist  the  Committee  in  coming  to  a  conclusion  in  re- 
gard to  the  settlement  that  has  been  made  with  you. 
Therefore,  1  think  the  question  is  pertinent  and  should  be 
answered. 

Ml'.  Woodward— Am  I  compelled  to  criminate  my- 
self t 
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Alderman  Cowing — ^You  say  that  you  are  protected  by 
a  release  from  any  criminal  or  civil  prosecution  ;  but 
notwithstanding  that  protection  we  have  a  right  to  ask 
such  questions  as  we  may  deem  necessary  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  investigation. 

Mr.  E.  A.  Woodward— Then,  if  as  a  lawyer  you  think 
I  ought  to  answer  it,  I  shall  do  so. 

Alderman  Cowing — I  think  the  question  pertinent,  and 
that  it  will  not  harm  you  any  more  than  you  are  at  present 
to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Cole — The  only  protection  the  witness  can  claim  in 
refusing  to  answer  the  question  is  upon  the  hypothesis 
that  his  answer  may  make  him  liable  to  a  criminal  indict- 
ment ;  but  it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  any  answer  to 
the  question  "How  much  you  were  worth  when  you 
entered  the  service  of  the  citv  "  would  make  him  so  liable. 

[The  Committee,  after  a  brief  consultation,  decided  that 
the  question  was  pertinent.] 

Q.  How  much  were  you  worth  when  you  entered  the 
employment  of  the  city  of  New  York  ? 
(No  answer.) 

Q.  Was  it  as  much  as  $100,000  ? 
A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  as  much  as  $90,000  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 
Q,  $80,000? 
A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  $70,000  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 
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<i.  $60,0001 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  $50,000;? 

A.  No,  sir. 

^.  $40,tf00? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  $30,000? 

A.  Beyond  that  I  cannot  answer. 

Q.  You  think  it  might  have  been  $30,000  ? 

A.  I  cannot  answer. 

Q.  You  cannot  say  whether  you  were  worth  $30,000  or 
not? 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  state  what  your  salary  was  the  first 
year  that  you  went  into  the  service  of  the  city  ? 

A,  1  do  not  remember.  It  was  probably  $1,000  or 
$1,200,  or  $1,500  a  year. 

Q,  It  was  not  more  than  $1,500  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  it  continue  at  that  sum  ? 

A,  About  six  months. 

Q.  Was  it  raised  then  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  ? 

A,  It  may  have  been  to  $2,000  or  $1,«00. 

Q.  How  long  did  it  remain  at  $1,800  or  $2,000  ? 

A,  I  don't  remember.  I  have  no  recollection — four, 
•or  live,  or  six  vears. 

Q.  After  the  expiration  of  four,  or  live,  or  six  years,  was 
it  again  raised  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  much  ? 

A.  To  $5,000. 
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Q.  Did  you  then  have  an  increase  to  your  salary? 

A.  I  don't  remember  whether  I  had  $7,500  or  not. 

Q.  Was  it  greater  than  $7,500  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Besides  your  regular  salary  what  other  payments 
did  you  receive  from  the  city  or  county  government  for 
what  I  call  legitimate  services? 

A,  I  was  paid  by  the  committee  appointed  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  new  County  Court-house. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  get  for  that? 

A,  $1,200,  probably,  a  year. 

Q.  How  long  did  that  last  ? 

A.  During  the  w^hole  time  of  its  construction. 

Q.  What  other  payments  did  you  receive? 

A.  I  was  paid  every  year  by  the  Board  of  County  Can- 
vassere. 

Q.  How  much? 

A.  It  might  have  been  $5,000. 

Q.  I  don't  want  to  annoy  you  by  objecting  to  your 
using  such  language  as  "it  might  have  been,"  but  you 
ought  to  be  more  definite.  What  other  i)ayments  did  you 
receive? 

A,  At  the  time  the  Board  of  Su]>ervi6or8  had  charge 
of  raising  volunteers  for  the  army,  1  was  paid  for  my 
services  under  them. 

Q.  How  much  ? 

A.  It  might  have  been  $2,500. 

Q,  When  you  say  that,  do  vuu  mean  to  eav  it  was  about 
that  sum  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  there  any  addition  to  that? 

A.  After  the  riots,  large  sums  of  money  were  de- 
manded   from    the   city   as    compensation    for    property 
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destroyed,  and  a  cornmitteo  was  appointed  to  investigate 
the  claims;  1  was  appointed  clerk  of  that  committee,  and 
was  paid  for  my  services. 

Q.  Can  you  approximate  the  amount? 

A.  Keally  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  receive  ? 

A.  It  mi^ht  have  been  $2,500. 

Q,  Any  addition  to  that  ? 

A.  Yes;  I  received  payments  for  extending  and  copy- 
ing the  Tax  books. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  receive  for  that? 

A,  It  might  have  been,  on  an  average,  two  or  three 
thousand  dollars  a  year. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  labor  for  which  yon  were 
paid  ? 

A,  There  might  have  been,  but  I  don't  remember  at 
present. 

Q.  That  is  all  you  can  recollect  at  present? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  other  employment  did  you  have  at  the  time 
you  were  employed  by  the  City  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  by  which  you  derived  an 
income.     Did  you  have  any  other  employment? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  What  did  you  consider  when  you  said  that  j^ou 
voluntarily  retired  from  the  service  of  the  City  and 
County — how  much  do  yon  suppose,  to  the  best  of  your 
knowledge  and  belief,  you  were  worth  then? 

A,  I  suppose  I  was  worth  $500,000. 

Q.   What  did  your  property  at  that  time  consist  of? 

A.  Real  estate. 

Q,  In  this  city  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  In  Connecticut  7 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  nono  here  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Yoti  think  that  the  whole  did  not  amount  to  more 
than  $500,000  i 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  had  you  accuninlated  $500,000,  except  bj 
what  you  made  out  of  the  city? 

A.  I  WBB  speculating  in  stocka 

Q.  Through  what  broker's  office  did  yon  speculate } 

A.  I  do  not  know  whose  office  Watson  speculated  in. 
A  great  many  of  the  speculations  were  seci-et  matters. 

^.  A  t  present  do  you  know  any  office '( 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  What  did  you  mean  by  saying  that  your  specula- 
tions were  secret  V 

A,  They  were  investments  supposed  to  be  "comers" 
in  certain  stocks,  and  I  was  led  into  it  by  Watson  or  some 
one  else. 

Q.  Was  the  result  of  your  speculations  generally  satis- 
factory—were you  a  fortunate  man  ! 

A.  1  was  considered  fortunate. 

Q.  Hnw  much  did  you  make  by  spccnlatiori  ? 

A.  I  presume  I  made  two  or  three  hundred  thousand 
dollars. 

Q.  Where  did  the  other  two  hundred  thonsatid  dollars 
come  from;  might  it  have  been  the  accumulation  of 
interest  on  the  original  $300,000  ? 

A.  Some  of  it  might  have  come  from  the  percentages. 

Q.  What  do  you  tliiak,  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge, 
was  the  amount  of  your  expenses  last  year;  how  much 
did  it  cost  you  to  live  ? 
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A.  I  do  not  know ;  I  conld  not  tell  you. 

Q,  Well,  as  near  as  yon  can  ? 

A.  I  have  no  idea.  I  never  kept  any  acconnt.  My 
house  expenses  were  not  large. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  horses  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  a  farm,  and  I  keep  horses. 

Q,  You  never  drive  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  have  no  horses  except  what  I  have  raised. 
I  never  drove  much. 

Q.  During  those  years  of  the  percentages  you  lived  in 
a  modest  and  quiet  way  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  own  a  town  house  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  You  only  had  a  country  house  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  During  those  years  I  would  like  to  fonn  some  idea 
of  how  much  your  expenses  were  and  how  you  met  them  f 

A.  I  had  a  salary. 

Q.  I  mean,  when  your  salary  was  $1,500  a  year,  did  it 
support  you  'i 

A,  I  think  it  did. 

Q.  Did  it  support  you  when  it  become  $5,000  ? 

A,  I  think  it  did. 

Q.  Then  it  was  erroneous  inference  to  draw  from  a 
remark  made  by  a  member  of  this  Committee  yesterday 
that  you  lived  like  a  prince  ? 

A,  lam  not  answerable  for  what  he  says. 

Q.  But  do  you  live  in  princely  style. 

A.  It  depends  upon  what  you  call  princely  style. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  get  at  your  expenses  ? 

A .  Well,  if  you  come  to  my  house  you  will  see  how  I  live. 
My  family  is  there,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  you  come. 
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Q.  That  is  an  extremely  poKte  answer,  Mr.  Woodward ; 
bnt  is  that  your  best  answer  ? 

^.  It  is  the  best  answer  I  can  give  you ;  it  is  a  proper 
answer  and  it  is  truthful. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Keyser  or  Ingersoll,  or 
any  of  the  Sing  people  doing  any  work  for  private  persons 
which  was  paid  for  by  the  city,  on  the  houses  of  members 
of  the  Ring  and  others  ? 

A.  I  believe  that  Keyser  did  work  of  that  kind. 

Q,  Do  you  know  for  whom  ? 
A,  I  think  he  did  it  tor  me. 

Q,  Which  came  out  of  the  city  ? 
A.  I  believe  that  came  out  of  the  city.j 
Q,  How  much  ? 

A.  1  think  he  charged  $20,000 ;  but  I  think  it  was  com- 
promised for  five  or  eight  thousand  dollars. 

Q.  Did  that  pass  through  the  Broadway  Bank? 
A.  I  presume  it  did. 

Q.  Did  the  percentage  come  out  of  that,  too  I 

A,  That  I  could  not  tell  you.  I  suppose  it  must  have 
been  so. 

Q.  So  that  you  got  your  work  done  for  nothing,  and  got 
five  per  cent,  on  the  amount  expended  for  it? 

A.  I  could  not  answer  that,  because  I  do  not  know. 

Q,  Do  you  know  of  anybody  else  having  had  work 
done  by  the  "  Ring''  tradesmen  which  was  charged  to 
the  City  ? 

A,  Do  I  know  what? 

Q.  Of  any  other  instance,  besides  yourself,  of  a  person 
who  had  work  done  and  charged  to  the  city  1 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  answer  that  question.  I 
suppose  the}'  did ;  I  suppose  they  did  it  for  everybody. 
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Q.  I  do  not  mean  of  your  own  knowledge ;  but  have 
you  heard  it  talked  about  araouirst  tliose  wlio  pretend  to 
know?     Or  did  you  see  any  of  the  warrants! 

A.  No,  I  never  examined  any  of  the  bills. 

Q.  Or  did  you  ever  hear  any  conversation  among  mem- 
hereof  the"Rin^"  which  made  you  believe  that  work 
of  that  kind  was  done  and  charged  to  the  city? 

A.  It  was  the  usual  rule  to  do  it. 

Q.   Did  you  hear  of  any  instances  'i 

A,  It  might  have  been  done  for  Tweed. 

Q,  Anvbodv  else? 

A.  It  might  have  been  done  for  Cornell. 

Q,  Did  you  know  of  any  other  pcreons  at  that  time  f 

A.  I  never  paid  any  attention  to  that,  but  1  believe  it 
was  done  to  everybody. 

Q.  Who  do  you  mean  by  everybody? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  done  for  every  one  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisore  and  every  prominent  official. 

Q.  Can  you  designate  any  particular  person  ? 

A.  I  cannot,  because  it  escaped  my  memory. 

Q,  Do  you  know  that  handwriting  (showing  witnesB  a 
manuscript  of  an  old  resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisor)  ? 

A,  I  think  it  is  in  the  writing  of  the  clerk  of  the  Board. 

Q,  Who  was  the  clerk  ? 

A,  Major  Young,  1  think.  I  think  that  is  a  copy  of  a 
resolution. 

Q,  Is  that  Young's  handwriting? 

A,  I  think  it  is. 

Q,  And  this  also  ? 

A,  I  believe  that  is  his  handwriting. 

Q.   And  this  too? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  WhoBe  handwriting  is  this  ? 
A,  That  is  mine. 

Q.  And  these  interlineations,  whose  are  they  ? 
A.  They  are  mine. 

Q,  Did  you  make  ont  that  bill  ? 

A,  Some  of  it  is  in  my  handwriting.  I  don't  think  that 
is  (pointing). 

Q.  Now,  examine  that  paper  carefully  ;  Mr.  Woodward, 
I  want  you  to  give  us  your  ideas  about  it  ? 

A,  1  have  examined  it. 

Q.  Sufficiently  so  to  state  which  of  these  interlineations 
are  written  by  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  when  I  have  it  before  me. 

Q.  This  is  a  resohition  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by 
which  a  list  of  the  bills  was  to  be  paid  to  the  amount  of  over 
a  million  of  dollars,  and  I  want  you  to  explain  how  these 
interlineations  came  in  them.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
upon  this  piece  of  paper  over  one  million  of  dollars  was 
to  be  paid  out  ? 

^.  I  will  explain  this  to  you.  The  clerks  in  the  office 
were  in  the  habit  of  presenting  to  the  Board  a  list  of  the 
bills  that  were  to  be  paid.  A  member  of  the  Board  might 
happen  to  come  in  and  hand  to  the  clerks  another  bill  to 
be  included  in  the  list  to  be  passed  upon.  In  that  way 
interlineaticms  had  to  be  made.  It  was  the  mode  of  doing 
business  at  that  time. 

Q,  They  are  all  in  your  handwriting? 

A.  I  was  one  of  the  assistant  clerks,  and  I  copied  the 
resolutions,  and  the  clerks  wlio  might  be  there  to  receive 
the  bills  would  probably  act  as  i  have  just  stated. 

Q.  Which  one  of  them  did  you  not  write  ? 
A.  1  did  not  write  tliis  one. 
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Q.  Take  jonr  pencil  and  mark  out  those  you  did  not 
write  ? 

(Witness  did  as  requested.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  handwriting  in  those  yon  did  not 
write? 

A,  I  think  Major  Young  wrote  some. 

Q.  All  those  that  you  have  indicated  as  not  being  writ- 
ten by  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  CoLK  remarked  that  upon  that  paper  over  a  million 
dollars  were  paid  out,  and  it  was  full  of  interlineations. 
These  were  read  to  witness,  as  follows  :  "  James  Cava- 
nagh,  repairs,  $5,648.38  ;  James  H.  Jacobus,  repairs, 
$2,106.43  ;  ditto,  ditto,  $16,746.36 ;  then  comes  an  era- 
sure, John  O'Connor,  services  as  clerk  of  office  of  Surro- 
gate, January  1,  1869,  to  June,  1869,  $500 ;  A.  W.  Lock- 
wood,  articles,  $2,160.73  ;  IngersoU  &  Co.,  $39,986.80 
(first  scratched  and  then  interlined)  and  next  below  is 
ditto,  ditto,  $146,182.93;  M.  E.  Davis,  ditto,  $58,221.56  ; 
New  York  Gaslight  Company,  $2,929.58  ;  Owen  Connor, 
$134.80;  James  Koberts,  $26;  J.  G.  Benjamin,  repairs^ 
$66,932.80;  James  R  Smith,  $22,050  (then  comes  an 
erasure) ;  James  Kilpatrick,  $11.50  (that  is  scratched  out 
and  James  R.  Smith,  $22,650  interlined  in  its  place)  ; 
Keyser,  repairs,  1869,  $26,215.59 ;  then  there  is 
$49,950.59  ;  R.  J.  Hutchings,  repairs,  $58,838.50  ;  then 
comes  ditto,  ditto,  $74,989.50;  B.  C.  Cashman, 
$59,671.45." 

Witness  said  :  The  resolutions  were  drawn  up  by  clerks 
in  the  oflBce,  to  be  presented  to  the  Board  when  it  met ; 
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H  t¥iera1>er  might  hand  in  a  bill  after  the  fesolntiou  was' 
drawn,  and  in  that  case  it  would  be  interlined  ;  I  recognize 
most  of  the  interlineations  as  in  tlie  writing  of  Mr.  Young 
and  Bonae  as  in  my  own. 

Q.  li  your  theory  is  correct  that  these  interlineationa* 
were  made  while  the  resolution  was  in  the  clerk's  office^ 
and  before  its  submission  to  the  Board  of  Aldermen,  by 
persons  who  came  in  and  had  them  put  in,  then  the  book 
of  approved  papers  by  the  Mayor  ought  to  show  a  fair 
copy  of  that  with  the  interlineations  all  taken  in  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  suppose  the  bock  of  approved  papers  by  the 
Mayor  shows  that  the  interlineations  were  put  in  subse- 
quently ? 

A.  How  could  it  show  that. 

Q.  Suppose  the  book  of  approved  papers  by  the  Mayor 
should  have  these  interlineations  also  in  it,  what  reason 
could  you  give  for  that  ? 

A.  When  these  resolutions  were  made  out  I  made  a 
copy  at  the  same  time  for  the  Mayor,  so  that  the  resolu- 
tion might  go  to  the  Mayor  at  once  for  his  approval,  and 
not  keep  the  claimants  waiting.  The  record  in  the  Oorap- 
trolier's  office  would  show  a  fair  copy  of  the  whole  and 
have  no  interlineations. 

Q.  Does  the  book  of  approved  papers  for  the  Comp- 
troller contain  these  erasures  and  interlineations  or  not  ? 
A.  I  presume  not ;  it  would  be  a  clean  copy. 

Q.  If  these  interlineations  were  made,  they  were  made 
by  somebody  who  had  no  right  to  make  them  ? 
A.  Probably. 
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Geobgk  S.  Miller  was  the  next  witness  called,  and  tes- 
tified as  follows : 

Q.  State  your  name,  residence,  age,  and  occupation  ? 

A.  My  name  is  George  S.  Miller ;  I  live  at  115  East 
Fifty-fifth  street ;  I  am  forty-one  years  of  age,  and  my 
occupation  is  that  of  a  builder. 

Q.  Did  you  do  work  for  the  city  and  county  during  the 
times  of  the  King  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  When  did  you  first  commence  to  work  for  the  city 
and  county  of  New  York. 

A.  I  could  not  state  the  year  exactly ;  it  might  have 
been  1864  or  1865. 

Q.  When  were  you  first  made  acquainted  with  the  design 
upon  the  part  of  the  city  and  county  officials  to  demand 
and  receive  percentages  from  the  tradesmen  and  people 
who  had  worked  for  the  city  and  county  ? 

A,  Well,  I  don't  know  as  I  could  exactly ^state  that. 

Q.  Well,  as  near  as  you  can  ? 

A.  It  might  have  been  1868  or  1869  or  1870,  for  all  I 
know. 

Q,  From  whom  did  you  first  hear  of  such  a  design,  and 
what  were  the  circumstances  attending  it  ? 

A.  IngersoU  was  the  man  who  always 

Q,  When  did  he  first  approach  you  ? 
A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Tell  us  what  passed  ? 

A,  He  said  that  the  bills  would  have  to  be  made  up  to 
such  an  amount,  and  I  would  have  to  raise  them  sixty-five 
per  cent,  additional. 
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Q,  You  came  in  first  under  the  sixty-five  per  cent, 
arrangement ;  you  didn't  come  in  under  the  fifteen  per 
cent,  arrangement  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  not. 

Q.  Did  you  do  what  Ingersoll  required  of  you? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  what  the  65  per  cent,  was  to  be  de- 
voted to  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  from  any  persons  belonging  to  the 
Ring,  or  any  other  persons,  to  what  the  65  per  cent,  was  to 
be  devoted  ? 

A,  I  never  knew  till  I  read  it  in  the  newspapers,  as 
having  been  given  in  evidence  in  some  of  the  trials. 

Q.  Did  you,  since  that  time,  talk  to  some  of  the  men 
who  got  a  division,  as  to  what  became  of  the  money? 
A.  Not  particularly. 

Q.  From  your  general  conversation,  did  you  know  who 
got  the  money. 

A.  I  never  knew  anything  about  it  till  I  read  it  in  the 
newspapers. 

Q.  From  your  conversation  with  those  parties  who  were 
implicated,  what  was  your  impression  derived  from  that 
source  as  to  the  division  of  this  65  per  cent — ^you  under- 
stood that  Tweed  got  25  per  cent  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  got  the  rest  ? 

A.  The  only  person  I  had  a  conversation  with  was 
Ingersoll. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you? 

A.  He  told  me  the  same  as  he  gave  here  in  evidence. 

Q.  Name  the  parties  and  the  amounts  ? 
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A.  He  said  that  Tweed  got  25  per  cent.,  that  CTonnoUj 
got  20  per  cent.,  and  that  Sweeney  got  10  per  cent. 

Q.  Which  Sweeney? 

A.  I  don't  know  which  one. 

Q.  Which  one  did  you  understand  I 

A.  I  understood  it  was  Peter  B.  Sweeney  I 

Q.  Who  else  I 

A.  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Woodward  got  some. 

Q.  What  information  did  you  derive  from  your  con- 
versation with  Ingersoll  or  any  member  of  the  Ringf 

A.  That  was  all. 

Q.  He  never  told  you  of  anybody  else  I 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  He  never  mixed  up  Mayor  Hall's  name  with  the  per- 
centage ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  didn't  see  him  for  several  years — I  never 
came  into  contact  with  him. 

Q.  Have  you  figured  up  how  much  your  bills  amounted 
to  on  which  yon  added  the  65  per  cent.  ? 

-4.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  books? 

A.  I  destroyed  them. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  do  that? 

A,  Ingersoll  told  me  to  do  so. 

Q.  To  avoid  an  exposure  of ^[^ these  matters? 

A,  I  suppose  80. 

Q.  Describe  now,  to  tlie  best  of  your  recollection,  what 
amount  of  actual  work  you  did  for  the  city  and  county 
of  New  York  during  that  time,  exclusive  of  the  65  per 
cent. 

A.  Mr.  Cole,  that  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  tell 
you.  I  had  a  number  of  men  to  woi*k  all  the  time,  and 
was  working   every  day  right   straight  along.     I  had  no 
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occasion  to  keep  any  account,  as  I  carried  on  my  business 
alone,  and  whenever  I  collected  my  money  I  deposited  it  in 
the  bank.     1  could  give  you  no  idea  in  any  shape  or  form. 

Q,  When  you  presented  your  bills  to  the  city  did  you 
«wear  to  their  correctness  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  It  was  never  demanded  of  you  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  never  did  swear  to  them? 
A.  I  do  not  recollect  of  a  single  instance. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  sued  in  a  civil  suit? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  became  of  that  ? 

A,  I  put  in  an  answer,  and  I  never  heard  of  it  since. 

Q,  When  were  you  sued  ? 

A.  The  first  time  I  was  sued  tlie  papers  were  served 
upon  me  in  October,  1831,  by  order  of  Mayor  Havemeyer. 
Another  suit  was  commenced  against  me  by  the  then  Cor- 
poration Counsel,  Richard  O'Gorman ;  I  do  not  remember 
any  others. 

Q,  In  the  suit  commenced  by  Mayor  Havemeyer,  what 
attorneys  appeared  for  the  People  ? 

A,  Tlie  papers  that  were  served  upop  me  I  gave  to  my 
<sounsel. 

Q.  Who  was  your^counsel? 

A,  Mr.  Root. 

Q.  And  that  is  all  you  know  of  it  ? 
A,  That's  all. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  understanding  or  agreement 
with  the  counsel  who  represented  the  People  concerning 
any  immunity  in  regard  to  those  suits? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  You  had  no  agreement  under  which  you  were  not 
to  be  8ued  provided  you  testified  in  the  Ring  suits. 

A.  Never. 

Q,  Have  you  all  the  time  had  real  estate  standing  in 
the  books  in  your  name  ? 

A.  I  have  had  but  two  pieces  of  property  in  my  name. 

Q,  Are  they  now  in  your  name  ? 

A.  One  I  sold  some  yeai-s  ago. 

Q,  When  did  you  sell  it  ? 

A.  In  1870. 

Q,  After  the  developments  of  the  Ring  frauds  ? 

A.  No ;  before  that. 

Q.  You  had — before  the  developments  of  the  Ring- 
frauds — you  had  one  piece  of  property  in  your  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whereabouts  1 

A,  It  was  in  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-second  street,  in 
Harlem.     I  didn't  transfer  those. 

Q.  What  were  they  worth  ? 

A,  About  $12,000  or  $13,000  apiece. 

Q,  Were  they  worth  that  ? 

A,  They  were  worth  about  that,  I  should  judge. 

Q.  Was  there  not  a  lis peiulens  or  attachment  put  upon 
your  property. 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  When  did  you  sell  it? 
A,  I  have  not  sold  this  last  piece. 

Q,  You  have  got  that  still  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  cannot  tell  anything  about  ^how  much  was  the 
aggregate  of  your  raised  bills  ? 
A,  No,  sir. 
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Q,  Have  you  ever  had  your  attention  called,  or  have 
you  ever  been  informed,  by  any  one  of  the  amount  that  yoa 
were  instrumental  in  defrauding  the  city  out  of  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  had  no  arrangement  with  anybody  at  all 
concerning  an  immunity  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  never  were  arrested  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  What  real  estate  have  you  now,  besides  these  two 
houses  ? 

A,  I  have  none. 

Q.  What  was  your  mode  of  making  out  these  raised 
bills  against  the  city — did  yon  make  them  out  as  you 
would  liave  made  them  against  an  individual  ? 

A.  Ingersoll  used  to  give  me  a  paper  or  blank  and  tell 
me  to  make  up  a  bill  for  a  certain  amount,  and  I  did  so. 

Q,  Without  any  reference  to  the  work  done  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  thought  why  it  was  that  no  effort 
was  made  to  make  you  pay  back  that  money  to  the  City  ? 

A.  No,  except  that  I  supposed  Ingersoll  had  fixed  mat- 
ters :  Injjcrsoll  always  attended  to  my  affairs,  and  it  was 
through  him  my  arrangement  was  made. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  he  made  it  right  or  straight 
for  you  ? 

A.  No,  he  never  said  that. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  say  anything  about  that? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  been  apprehensive  that  there  might  be 
some  suits  brought  against  you  ? 

A.  I  did  some  time  ago,  but  I  have  never  thought  that 
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any  suits  would  be  brought  against  me  since  I  went  on 
the  witness  stand. 

Q.  I  suppose  there  is  doubt  in  your  mind  that  yon  are 
liable  to  the  city  and  county  for  that  portion  of  your  bills 
for  which  there  is  no  foundation  and  for  which  you  got 
paid? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  about  it. 

Q.  You  have  no  explanation  to  offer  to  the  Committee, 
except  what  you  have  given,  of  the  reason  why  no  suits 
w^ere  j)re88ed  against  you. 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  all  the  time  'you  had  real  estate  in  the  coun- 
ty ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  am  very  much  interested  in  how  yuu  thought  that 
Ingersoll  was  to  take  care  of  you  in  these  matters  ? 

A.  Because  the  most  of  my  business  was  done  through 
him. 

Q.  How  did  you  think  that  he  could  help  you  % 

A.  I  supposed  when  he  made  his  settlement  about  his 
own  affairs  with  the  city,  that  he  made  it  all  right  for  me 
also  ;  and  that  he  showed  them  the  light  in  which  1  stood, 
which  they  did  not  know  before. 

Q.  And  that  light  was  that  you  had  been  persuaded  by 
"Other  people  to  go  into  an  unlawful  enterprise  by  which  a 
certain  amount  of  money  was  to  be  abstracted  from  the 
City  of  New  York  ? 

A,  I  suppose  so. 

Q,  You  actually  got  some  money  that  you  did  not  work 
for  honestly  ? 

A.  I  suppose  that  is  true. 

Q.  Upon  what  theory  could  Ingersoll  have  made  the 
counsel  for  the  People  or  Corporation  relieve  you  from 
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the  pecuniary  liability  to  pay  back  the  money  which  im- 
properly came  to  you  'i 

A.  I  am  sure  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  So  you  have  no  theory  which  to  your  mind  could 
explain  that  ? 

J.I  suppose  that  he  explained  my  connection  with  him 
in  the  business. 

Q.  What  explanation  could  he  have  given  that  would 
have  been  satisfactory  ? 

A,  I  am  sure  I  don't  know. 

Q.  He  never  gave  you  any  infonnation  with  whom  he 
made  that  explanation  ? 

A .  lie  might  have  mentioned  Mr.  Charles  O'Conor. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  that  Charles  O'Conor  said  that  you 
would  not  be  molested  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  formal  or  informal  arrangement  in 
reference  to  vour  suits  ? 

A.  I  have  told  you  the  exact  truth,  and  I  cannot  tell 
you  anything  additional.  I  have  never  had  any  arrange- 
ment or  understanding  whatever  by  which  1  was  to  be 
exempted  from  prosecution,  and  I  consider  myself  liable 
to  be  sued  at  any  time  for  the  amounts  fraudulently  ob- 
tained from  the  city  through  my  aid,  and  I  don't  know 
why  I  have  not  been  prosecuted,  but  I  suppose  it  was 
because  of  Ingersoll  making  full  representation  of  my 
position.  I  have  told  you  the  truth  to  the  best  of  my 
belief. 

Q.  I  think  you  have.  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  you 
as  a  witness.  What  do  you  know  about  work  having 
been  done  for  private  pei'sons  and  charged  against  the 
city. 

A,  I  always  understood  that   Oarvey  did  work  of  that 
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kind  for  private  persons,  but  he  said  there  had  not  been 
much  profit  in  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  do  any  work  for  any  private  persons 
yourself,  to  be  charged  to  the  city  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  All,  then,  you  know  about  it  is  what  you  have  beard 
from  others. 

A,  That  is  all. 

Q.  Tell  me  what  you  have  heard  about  work  having 
been  done  by  others  for  private  persons,  and  for  whom. 

A.  I  never  talked  about  that ;  I  was  always  kept  very 
busy  with  my  own  affairs  and  did  not  meddle  with  such 
matters. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  any  instance  where  you  under- 
stood that  work  was  done  for  private  persons  ? 

A,  I  understood  that  Garvey  had  worked  for  Tweed, 
and  had  built  a  house  for  Connolly. 

Q,  x\ny body  else? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Had  any  other  officials  work  done  for  them  ? 

A,  I  never  knew  anything  about  it. 

Q,  Have  you  ever  conceived  the  idea  that  it  would  be 
proper  for  you  to  reimburse  the  City  of  New  York  for 
what  you  have  taken  from  it  fraudulently  ? 

A,  I  suppose  it  would  be  right  for  me  to  do  so ;  and  if 
I  were  in  possession  of  funds,  I  should  be  happy  to  do  it. 

Q,  If  you  cannot  do  as  much  as  you  would  like,  you 
could  do  it  to  the  extent  of  your  ability  ? 

A,  That  would  not  be  very  much.  Do  you  mean  in 
regard  to  tiny  amoimt? 

Q.  With  regard  to  your  intention  to  pay  back  this 
money,  which  came  into  your  possession  without  any  quid 
pro  qico. 
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A,  I  have  no  means  at  present  to  make  restitution. 

Q,  Is  your  real  estate  mortgaged  ? 

A.  It  is,  very  nearly  to  the  extent  of  its  value;  it  is  now 
nearly  six  years  since  I  have  been  able  to  make  any  money 
out  of  my  business ;  I  have  had  a  great  deal  of  trouble  in 
my  family. 

Q.  YoiT  consider  that  at  present  you  are  absolutely 
without  means  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q,  What  do  you  consider  that  you  were  worth  in  1871, 
when  the  Ring  developments  became  public  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  1  could  tell  you,  or  go  any  ways 
near  it  1  suppose  I  might  have  been  worth  $50,000  or 
$60,000,  if  my  debts  were  paid. 

Q,  Was  your  real  estate  encumbered  then  to  the  same 
extent  as  it  is  now  ? 

A.  No ;  not  in  1871.  It  was  after  1871  that  I  got  it 
mortgaged. 

Q,  I  am  trying  to  call  your  attention  to  this  point — how 
much  you  had  when  suit  might  have  been  brought  against 
you  by  the  city,  and  a  lis  pendens  put  upon  your  property — 
you  bad  at  that  time,  you  say,  about  $50,000  or  $60,000  ? 

A.  PosBibly  about  that. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  measures  to  hide  your  property  at 
that  time  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  employed  your  regular  lawyer  in  l>oth  of  those 
cases  that  you  have  mentioned  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Root  put  in  an  answer  in  both  cases. 

(By  Alderman  Cowing) — It  seems  you  are  a  frank  wit- 
ness, and  I  will  ask  you  but  a  very  few  questions.  This 
65  per  cent,  which  you  had  raised  on  your  bills,  did  you 
get  any  portion  of  it  ? 
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A,  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  render  any  bills  against  the  city  of 
New  York,  for  which  there  was  no  foundation  ? 

A,  No,  sir  ;  there  was  always  a  foundation  for  my  bills, 
for  I  was  working  all  the  year  round. 

Q,  Can  you  state  that  you  ever  furnished  any  bills  that 
had  no  foundation  whatever?  • 

A,  I  don't  think  I  ever  did. 

Q.  Is  it  your  impression  that  all  your  bills  had  souie 
foundation  ? 

A,  I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  you  think  that  they  had  a  foundation  to  the 
extent  of  35  per  cent. — there  was  05  per  cent,  which  had 
no  foundation  at  all — do  you  think  that  35  per  cent,  was 
in  every  instance  legal  and  legitimate  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q,  You  are  a  builder,  are  you  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

'  Q'  When  did  you  first  commence  to  have  any  transac- 
tions with  the  city  ? 

A,  1  think  it  was  from  1864  to  1865. 

Q,  And  running  down  to  what  date  ? 
A,  1  think  to  1871. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  transactions  with  the  city  and 
county  of  New  York  aside  from  those  in  which  the  65 
per  cent,  was  added  to  your  bills  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  IngersoU  came  to  you  and  told  you  to  add  65 
per  cent,  to  your  bills,  what  did  he  tell  you  ? 

A.  He  said  that  I  would  have  to  raise  them  65  per 
cent. 

Q,  Did  he  give  you  any  reason  ? 
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A.  No,  but  he  Baid  that  it  had  to  be  done  in  order  to 
get  raonej. 

Q.  Did  he  assign  any  reason  why  it  shoald  be  done? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  was  when  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  it  was  in  1869  or  1870. 

Q.  There  was  no  illegal  practice  on  your  part  in  con- 
nection with  the  city  government  before  that  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can't  you  approximate  the  amount  of  tlie  bills  which 
were  rendered  to  the  city  on  which  the  65  per  cent,  was 
added  ? 

A.  No.  sir ;  as  I  told  Mr.  Cole,  my  books  were  destroyed, 
and  I  never  kept  any  record  of  them  at  all. 

Q.  What  branch  of  the  city  business  did  you  do  ? 

A.  1  did  the  carpenter  work. 

Q,  Did  you  do  a  large  amount  of  business  ? 

A.  I  did  quite  a  large  amount. 

Q.  Can  you  approximate  the  amount  ? 

A.  1  could  not 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  did  as  much  as  $2,000,000  of 
work  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  You  have  no  idea  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  illegal  practices  against 
the  city  and  county  government? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any. 

Q,  Only  what  you  have  told  us  ? 

A.  That  18  all. 

Q,  And  yon  say  that  if  yon  had  it  in  your  power  you 
would  make  such  restitution  as  you  could  to  the  city  ? 

A.  I  would,  sir. 
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Q.  Yon  don't  think,  like  the  last  witness,  that  if'jon 
had  the  money  you  would  rather  withhold  it  and  stay 
away  from  the  city  permanently? 

A,  No,  sir;  I  would  rather  pay  the  money  back  and 
stay  here  in  New  York. 

Q.  Then  your  conviction  is  that  it  would  be  right  for 
you  to  make  restitution  if  you  could? 

A,  I  think  so,  and  I  wish  I  could. 

The  Committee  adjourned  to  Monday,  December  3d,  at 
11  o'clock  ▲.  M. 


TWENTY-SEVENTH  DAY. 


Dbobmbbb  3, 187 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

*'  Slevin. 

On  the  reassembling  of  the  Committee  to-day 

£x- Attorney- General  Francis  C,  Barlow  was  called  to 
the  stand,  and  testified  as  follows : 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Do  you  know  anything.  Gen- 
eral, of  the  assignments  made  by  John  II.  Keyser  to 
Jackson  S.  Shultz  in  which  the  latter  was  appointed  a 
trustee  as  between  him  and  the  city  of  New  York? 
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A,  I  do.  Tho  firm  of  Barlow  &  Olney  had  been  em- 
ployed bj'  Mr.  Jackson  S.  Sliultz  to  collect  certain  claims 
which  had  been  assii^ned  tohini  as  trustee  for  the  city  and 
county  by  Mr.  John  11.  Xeyser. 

Q.  Please  explain  to  the  Committee  the  circumstances 
nnder  which  that  assignment  was  made  ? 

A.  I  was  at  that  time  one  of  the  counsel  for  the  Com- 
mittee of  Seventy!  Very  soon  after  the  disclosures  of  the 
Binfi^  frauds  broke  out  it  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Committee  tliat  Mr.  Keyser  was  inclined  to  assist  tlie  com- 
mittee with  such  information  as  he  could  give.  I  think  it 
was  through  the  instrumentality  of  Mr.  Shultz  and  Mr. 
Thomas  C.  Acton  that  this  was  done.  Mr.  Keyser  came 
down  after  dark  one  evening  to  the  Comptroller's  oflice  and 
went  over  his  vouchers  or  warrants,  showing  in  a  general 
way  such  as  were  fraudulent,  and  picking  out  those  upon 
which  he  claimed  tho  indorsements  of  iiis  name  to  be 
forgeries.  He  was  afraid  to  come  in  the  daytime  appar- 
ently. Mr.  Peckham  was  present  and  one  or  two  others. 
I  think  it  was  after  that,  though  possibly  1  may  be  mis- 
taken in  the  sequence  of  events,  that  he  executed  those 
assignments  at  his  house.  I  tbink  Mr.  Acton  and  Mr. 
Shultz  were  present  when  he  made  the  assignments.  I 
drew  up  one  or  both  of  them,  and  acted  as  witness  for 
one.  Then  my  firm,  liarlow  &  Olney,  were  retained  by 
Mr.  Shultz  to  collect  the  claims  which  had  been 
assigned  according  to  the  schedule  attached  to  one 
of  the  assignments.  They  were  claims  which  Mr.  Keyser 
asserted  he  had  against  certain  persons  for  whom  he  had 
done  plumbing  and  other  work  that  they  had  not  paid 
for.  Most  of  the  persons  against  whom  the  claims  exist- 
ed were  city  officials  and  politicians.  We  brought  suit  in 
some  cases  and  others  were  settled.     As  we  collected  the 
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money  we  tnrned  it  over  to   Mr.  Shultz.     When    wfe  had 
collected   all  that   we  could,  we  had  a  final  Bettlement 
with  Mr.  Sliultz,  and  received  from  him  the  fees  due  ub^ 
or  what  was  still  coming  to  us,  part  having   been    paid 
from  time  to  time.     That  final  settlement  was  on  Decem- 
ber 19, 1873.  On  that  date  the  assignments  were  banded 
back  by  us  to  Mr.  Shultz,  and  we  took  a  receipt  for  them, 
which  1  have  hero.     Having  been  elected  Attorney-Gen- 
eral I  went  to  Albany,  January  1, 1872,  and  during  1872- 
'8  knew  little  of  what  was  done  in  the  private  business  of 
my  firm.     Consequently  I  had   no   knowledge  of   what 
was  done  in  this  matter  after    that    date.       Those    as- 
signments   were   in    trust   for    the    city,  to   pay   to  the 
city  such  balances    as  might  be  found  to  be  due  from 
Keyser  on  a  settlement   of   his   accounts   with   the  city. 
Keyser  always  claimed  that  on  a  correct  adjustment    it 
would  be  found  that  he  owed  the  city   nothing  and  he 
would  be  entitled  to  these  collections.     Repeated   efforts 
were  made  by  Mr.  Shultz,  Mr.  Keyser  and  myself  to  pro- 
cure some  adjustment  with  the  Comptroller's  office.     Fi- 
nally Mr.  Green,  then  Comptroller,  agreed  to  have  an  in- 
vestigation made  int<»  the  amount  and  value  of  the  work 
done  by  Keyser  for  the  city.     Mr.  IJatfield,  representing 
the  Finance  Department,  and    Mr.  Olney,    representing 
Mr.  Keyser,  were  to  make  the  necessary  examinations  to- 
gether.    It  involved  a  great  deal  of   work,  and  before  it 
was  concluded  Mr.  Hatfield  left  the  Comptroller's   office, 
and  it  was  dropped.     Mr.  Shultz  was  much  annoyed  at 
the  matter  hauofinff  on  so   Ions:,  and  wanted  to  j^et  rid  of 
it     I  advised  him  that  he  could  not  do  so  merely  of  his 
own  motion,  but  would  have  to  get  relief  from  a  court  or 
by  an  action  to  which  the  city  would  have  to  be  a  party. 
The  trouble  and  litigation    involved  deterred   him    from 
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doing  anything.  Mr.  Keyser  one  day  came  into  our  office 
and  asked  something  about  a  mortgage  that  was  being 
drawn  or  had  been  drawn.  Most  of  my  time  then  was 
necessarily  spent  in  Albany,  and  I  did  not  keep  the  run  of 
the  current  business  of  the  office.  I  referred  him  to  Mr. 
Olney.  In  the  course  of  conversation  I  learned  from 
him  that  tliere  was  a  loan  to  him  of  some  of  this  trust 
money,  in  process  of  being  made  to  him  by  Mr.  Shultz. 
Whether  it  had  been  made  or  was  then  being  made  I  was 
not  informed  and  did  not  ask.  That  was  the  first  i  heard 
of  the  loan  to  Keyser,  and  I  had  no  personal  connection 
with  the  business,  and  knew  nothing  more  of  it  than  I 
have  said. 

Q,  What  was  the  mental  condition  of  Mr.  Keyser  gen* 
erally  when  these  assignments  were  made  ? 

A.  He  was  agitated,  nervous  and  sometimes  sick,  but 
in  my  mind  he  was  competent  to  execute  a  legal  instru- 
ment. 

Q,  You  witnessed  one  of  the  instruments  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  both  of  the  assignments 
were  executed  ? 

A.  I  am  not  positive  about  that.  My  impression  is 
that  I  was  present  at  one  of  them,  but  the  subsequent 
one  I  am  not  certain  about. 

Q,  Keyser  was  perfectly  competent  to  make  the  one 
that  you  witnessed  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  was  perfectly  competent. 

Q,  He  knew  what  he  was  doing  perfectly  well? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  if  I  am  any  judge  of  a  man's  condition. 

Q.  With  regard  to  the  list  of  claims  which  are  ap- 
pended to  one  of  the  assignments,  what  was  the  principle 
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t>£  selection  with  i*egard  to  them  ?  Why  did  you  select 
those  claims  in  particular  ? 

A.  We  did  not  select  the  claims  at  all.  He  said  that 
he  had  those  claims  and  that  they  grew  out  of  these  Ring 
frauds,  that  is  that  they  were  due  by  persons  for  whom 
he  did  the  work  and  furnished  the  goods. 

Q,  He  gave  you  to  understand  at  that  time  that  these 
claims  were  for  work  done  for  members  of  the  Ring  to 
whom  he  would  not  have  sent  any  bills  but  for  the  change 
in  affairs  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  gave  us  the  opportunity  to  recover  the 
amounts  for  the  city  if  we  could. 

Q.  You  considered  that  that  work  having  been  done 
for  members  of  the  Ring,  and  being  as  it  were  treasure 
trove,  it  would  be  well  to  recover  it.    • 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  was  my  idea. 

^.  That  is  what  he  swore  to  in  his  examination  1 

A,  Yes  ;  if  we  could  get  anything  it  would  bo  so  much 
clear  gain,  as  I  understand  his  statements.  He  was  a  very 
valuable  witness  to  us,  it  being  at  the  early  stage  of  our 
work,  and  he  was  the  only  point  of  the  enemies'  lines  that 
broke.  Of  course  we  were  very  glad  to  take  him  as  a 
witness  without  any  assignment,  under  an  implied  protec- 
tion, though  I  never  knew  of  an  expressed  promise  of 
protection  being  given  to  him.  He  was  the  only  weak 
point  we  could  make  a  beginning  upon,  and  his  testimony, 
direct  and  indirect,  has  been  of  much  value. 

Q.  Is  it  true  that  he  made  this  assignment  at  the  im- 
portunity of  you  and  other  gentlemen  representing  the 
city  and  State  7 

A,  He  did  not  make  it  at  my  importunity  nor  at  that 
of  anybody  as  I  understand  it.  I  never  heard  him  speak 
of  it  in  that  way.     I  think  he  regretted  it  himself. 
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Q,  Bnt  these  were  bills  for  raembere  of  the  Ring  which 
he  did  not  expect  to  get  himself,  and  if  the  city  could  get 
anything  out  of  them  they  were  welcome  to  it  ? 

A.  He  gave  us  those  to  collect,  bat  whether  if  he  had 
been  let  alone  he  would  have  sued  the  parties  himself  I 
don't  know. 

Q,  Have  you  a  list  of  those  claims  ? 

A.  I  have  some  memoranda  of  them  here. 

# 

[Gen.  Barlow  here  read  from  memoranda  the  amount 
of  claims  and  the  portion  of  them  that  had  been  collected. 
The  whole  amount  collected  aggregated,  he  stated  to  be, 
between  $60,000  and  $70,000]. 

Q.  Have  you  at  present  any  idea  why  these  bills  were 
settled  for  less  than  their  face  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  these  people  generally  would  make  an  offer 
for  a  compromise,  and  Mr.  Keyser  was  always  consulted 
about  the  matter.  A  settlement  was  made ;  generally  it  was 
because  of  some  defect  in  the  evidence.  Again  it  was  found 
oftentimes  that  some  of  the  parties  were  not  worth  any- 
thing. Sometimes  we  feared  they  would  go  away,  and 
that  we  should  get  nothing.  Sometimes  there  were  coun- 
ter-claims against  Keyser  of  money  loaned  to  liim.  All 
these  elements  had  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  en- 
deavoring to  collect  the  claims,  and  we  treated  them  just 
as  we  would  any  others. 

Q.  When  were  you  elected  Attorney-General? 

A.  On  the  6th  of  September,  1871,  but  I  entered  on 
the  duties  of  the  office  on  the  1st  of  January,  1872. 
After  that  this  business  was  managed  by  Mr.  Olney,  my 
partner.  Many  of  the  claims  were  -settled  during  my 
term,  and  settled  in  that  way  by  my  partner. 


756 


Q.  You  have  given  the  data  of  this  settlement  t 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  as  it  appears  on  my  register. 

Q.  It  appears  in  these  matters  that  yon  were  represent- 
ing Mr.  Shnltz,  whom  yon  regarded  as  a  trustee  for  the 
city  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  in  those  matters  in  which  I  was  retained 
so  far  as  concerned  these  bill& 

Q.   Were  yon  retained  to  collect  these  claims  ? 

A,   1  es,  sir. 

Q,  State  in  what  respect  did  Mr.  Olney  act  for  Mr. 
Keyser. 

A.  Keyser  came  in  one  day  to  see  about  a  mortgage 
which  was  in  preparation  for  him,  and  we  had  a  conver- 
sation. What  that  convereation  was  I  don't  now  know. 
The  mortgage  was  then  being  prepared  in  our  office. 

Q.  Yon  state  that  when  efforts  were  being  made  with 
tJie  Comptroller  to  settle  Mr.  Keyser's  affairs  with  the  city 
Mr.  Hatfield  was  appointed  to  represent  the  Comptroller 
and  Mr.  Gluey  for  Mr.  Keyser. 

A,  They  wanted  to  appoint  two  experts  to  arbitrate 
Mr.  Keyser's  work  ;  and  Comptroller  Green  said  that  he 
would  appoint  a  man  by  the  name  of  Hatfield — I  am  not 
certain  about  his  name — and  Mr.  Olney  was  to  act  for 
Mr.  Keyser.  It  was  not  an  arbitration.  These  two  were 
to  go  round  and  ascertain  how  much  work  Mr.  Keyser 
had  actually  done  for  the  city. 

Q.  Your  firm  charged  collection  fees  in  each  casef 

A.  Yes,  sir,  when  we  paid  over  the  money. 

Q,  And  that  constitutes  all  the  facts  that  you  know  of 
your  own  personal  knowledge  ? 

A,  I  have  told  you  of  my  own  personal  action  in  the 
matter,  and  also  what  I  understood  my  firm's  action 
to  be.     We  collected  the  money,  and  after  deducting  our 
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fees  therefor,  tamed  !t  over  to  Mr.  Shultz,  the  trustee.  I 
had  no  other  connection  in  any  way,  shape  or  manner 
than  that,  except  this  conversation  with  Keyser  when  he 
came  into  the  office  to  see  about  a  mortgage,  when  I 
turned  him  over  to  Olney,  and  learned  for  the  first  time 
that  this  money,  which  had  been  collected,  was  being 
loaned,  but  what  the  arrangement  or  security  was  I  did 
not  know.  What  Mr.  Olney  did  in  the  matter  he  will  tell 
you  himself. 

Q.  What  was  the  aggregate  amount  that  was  collected 
by  your  firm  and  turned  over  to  Mr.  Shultz  ? 

A.  I  should  say  it  was  between  $60,000  and  $70,000. 
I  have  a  memorandum  here  which  makes  it  about 
$64,000,  but  I  think  something  must  have  been  omit- 
ted. 

Q.  Your  impression  is  that  it  was  about  $60,000  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir ;  or  over  that. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  when  you  handed  that  money 
to  Mr.  Shultz,  that  he  took  it  for  the  city  as  a  trustee 
pending  the  proposed  settlement? 

A,  Undoubtedly  I  so  understood  it — that  it  was  a  bona 
fde  trust. 

Q,  And  so  far  as  you  are  personally  concerned,  you 
never  advised  the  loaning  of  the  money  to  Mr.  Keyser 
by  Shultz? 

A.  I  am  very  positive  that  I  was  never  consulted  about 
it.  1  knew  nothing  more  concerning  it  than  I  have  said. 
Certainly  1  did  not  advise  it. 

Q,  At  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  mortgage,  were 
you  Attorney- General  ? 

A,  It  appears  that  my  firm  drew  up  the  mortgage. 
Mr.  Olney,  it  seems,  was  employed  to  do  it,  and  I  never 
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spoke  to  him  about  it  until  the  matter  came  up  before  this 
Committee. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  this  assignment  by  Keyser  to  Shaltz 
as  trustee  for  the  city.  Do  you  know  whether  any  court 
ever  appointed  a  referee  or  auditor  to  pass  upon  these 
matters  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  of  any. 

Q.  Were  any  of  these  various  loans  made  to  Keyser  by 
Shultz  on  your  responsibility  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  of  any,  and  did  not  know  that  they 
were  made  until  Keyser  came  into  my  office,  when  he  in- 
quired about  the  mortgage  which  was  in  course  of  prepar- 
ation, apparently  in  the  office. 

Q.  Were  these  mortgages,  that  were  Jtaken  from  Keyser, 
first  or  second  mortgages  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  anything  about  it  except  what  1  have 
seen  in  the  papers  since  this  investigation  was  commenced. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  when  Shultz  talked  to 
you  about  giving  up  the  trust  tliat  you  advised  him  to  get 
an  order  of  court? 

A.  Yes,  I  told  him  that  he  could  not  resign  of  his  owa 
accord|  but  that  some  action  by  the  court  would  be  neces- 
sary to  make  it  legal. 

Mr.  Cole — I  have  a  letter  here  from  Mr.  Wheeler  II. 
Peckham,  which  he  desires  me  to  read  to  the  Committee. 
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Mr.  Cole  then  read  the  following  correspondence : 

Law  Offices  of  Millbb  &  Pbokham, 
Dbexel  Building, 
New  York,  December  3,  1877. 

Hugh  L.   Cole,  Esq.,  Aaat    Corporation    Counsel^   and 
Cov/nael  to  Aldermanic  Committee : 

Dear  Sir — Since  the  last  adjournment  of  your  Com- 
mittee my  attention  has  been  called  to  its  inquiries  as  to 
the  disposition  made  of  the  money  collected  from  Wood- 
ward. 

The  facts  are  stated  in  a  correspondence  had  between 
the  Attorney  General  and  myself  at  the  time  of  the  col- 
lection, and  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy : 

Law  Offices  of  Miller  &  Pbckham,  ) 
New  York,  December  30, 1876.      ) 

My  Dear  Sir — I  have  collected  from  E.  A.  Woodward, 
one  hundred  and  five  thousand  dollars  cash,  and  security 
for  fifty  thousand  more,  payable,  with  interest,  in  six 
months. 

The  security  I  am  having  recorded  in  Connecticut,  and 
so  soon  as  done  will  forward  you.  From  the  cash  I  de- 
duct my  charge  for  services  and  disbursements,  $5,000^ 
and  enclose  check  for  balance,  one  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars. There  are  no  charges  on  same,  so  that  the  whole 
amount  can  be  handed  over  to  the  city.  The  cash  was 
paid  to  me  in  various  forms  of  bills  and  drafts,  etc.,  which 
I  had  to  collect. 
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My  bill  for  serTices,  etc.,  is  of  course .  subject  to  your 
approval. 

Yours  truly, 

Whbblbb  H.  Peokhlu. 
Hon.  Oharlbs  S.  Fairohild,  Att'y.  Oen'l. 


State  of  New  York, 

Attorney  General's  Office, 

Albany,  January  2, 1877, 

Wheeler  H.  Peokham,  Esq., 

Drexel  Building,  N.  Y.  City  : 

Dear  Sir — Yours,  80th  ult.  was  received  Ist  inst.,  with 
enclosure  of  $100,000  collected  by  you  from  E.  A.  Wood- 
ward.    I  approve  your  bill  for  services  as  stated  by  you. 

Very  respectfully, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

Charles  S.  Fairohild, 

Attorney  General. 


I  have  only  to  add  that  the  note  for  $50,000  and  in- 
terest, with  the  security,  were  forwarded  to  the  Attorney 
General,  on  the  9th  January,  1877,  and  that  the  note  waa 
paid  to  him  at  its  due  date. 

Yours  truly, 

Wheeler  H.  Peokham. 
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Jahbs    Bbidgb  was  the  next  witnees,  and    after  being 
sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Q,  What  is  your  full  name  ? 

A.  James  Bridge. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 

A.  I  am  a  gas-fitter. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  in  the  employ  of  Keyser  k  Oo.,  or 
John  H.  Keyser  ? 

A,  I  was. 

Q.  When  ? 

A.  I  was  with  them  about  twelve  years  ago. 

Q.  From  what  date  to  what  date  ? 

A,  I  could  not  say. 

Q,  Wei^  you  with  them  in  1868,  1869,  1870  and  1871? 

A,  I  was. 

Q.  [Jntil  the  time  of  the  Ring  exposures ! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  keep  any  memorandum  of  the  work  done 
there  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  kind  of  a  memorandum  f 

A.  1  had  a  small  book  in  which  I  jotted  down  things? 

Q.  In  which  you  noted  down  what  materials  were  fur- 
nished and  what  work  was  done  1 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  continue  to  do  all  that  during  the  whole 
period  of  Keyser's  work  on  the  Court-honse  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q,  Where  is  that  book  ? 

A,  I  gave  it  to  Keyser  when  these  troubles  came  on. 
He  asked  me  for  this  book  at  that  time,  and  I  gave  it  to 
him. 
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Q.  And  yoa  never  heard  of  it  since  t 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Keyser  has  testified  that  a  very  large  portion  of  the 
work   done,  amounting  in   the  aggregate  to  as  much 
was  now  there,  was  taken  away  ? 

A.  They  did  take  it  away,  a  good  deal  of  it. 

Q,  How  much  ? 

A,  They  took  out  four  stacks  of  pipe,  I  know. 

Q.  How  much  could  these  four  stacks  of  pipe  be 
placed  for  ? 

A,  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Could  you  give  any  idea ! 

A.  No;  the  original  stack  pipes  were  all   lead  pipes 
and  iron  ones  were  put  in  instead  of  thencL 

Q.  That  pipe  was  still    valuable   to  be  used  in  other 
ways  after  that  ? 

A.  Tney  could  use  the  water  pipe  that  was  taken  out, 
but  not  the  soil  pipe. 

Q.  Can  you  give  any  idea  of  the  work  that  was  doue 
and  that  was  taken  away  ? 

A,  No,  sir,  I  could  not. 

Q.  Was  it  worth  as  much  as  $200,000 1 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  worth  as  much  as  $20,000  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  worth  as  much  as  $5,000? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Somewhere  between  $5,000  and  $20,000  ? 
A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q,  I  am  trying  to  get  at  your  best  judgment  ? 
A,  It  was  only  waste  pipe. 

Q.  It  wasn't  worth  as  much  as  $20,000  % 
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A,  No,  there  were  but  four  stacks  of  it,  but  I  could 
not  say  how  much  it  was  worth. 

Q.  It  wasn't  worth  $20,000;  that  is  your  best  judg- 
ment? 

A.  No,  sir,  it  was  not. 

Q.  How  much  soil-pipe  was  taken  away  ;  could  that  be 
used  for  any  thing  at  all  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  sold  for  old  lead. 

Q.  What  would  be  the  difference  per  pound  between 
that  which  could  be  used  for  old  lead  and  the  new  soil 
pipe  ? 

A.  The  new  pipe  was  iron  pipe. 

Q.  What  would  be  the  price  of  old  lead  pipe  per 
pound? 

A.  I  don't  know;  I  suppose  about  8  cents  per  pound. 

Q,  What  would  be  a  fair  price  for  the  iron  pipe  put 
in? 

A.  1  don't  know  about  that. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  lead  pipe  taken  out,  if  sold  as  old 
lead,  was  worth  about  8  cents  a  pound  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  When  the  soil  pipe  was  first  put  in  how  much  was 
it  tlien  worth  ? 

A.  I  forget  now. 

Q.  What  could  you  buy  it  for  ? 

A,  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Could  you  not  give  some  idea? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Was  it  worth  double  as  much  as  old  lead  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  You  don't  know  at  all  the  value  of  the  iron  soil  pipe 
that  was  put  in  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  there  were  four  stacks  of  pipe  taken  out, 
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when  I  come  to  think  of  it.  That  was  two-inch  lead 
pipe.  That  was  all  taken  out  and  iron  pipe  put  in  itB 
place.  There  were  about  eight  pieces  of  it,  about  ten  or 
twelve  feet  long. 

Q.  Besides  these  four  stacks  of  soil  pipe  and  four  stacks 
of  water-pipe  what  else  was  taken  out  i 

A.  He  did  not  replace  the  steam  fitters  7 

Q.  What  else  did  Mr.  Eeyser  put  in  the  New  Coantj 
Court-house,  which  was  afterwards  taken  out  ? 

A.  That  is  all  that  I  have  noticed  that  was  taken  out. 

Q.  Were  you  on  the  work  at  that  time  ;  did  you  see  it? 

A,  No,  I  saw  a  gas  chandelier  that  was  taken  out 

Q.  But  you  knew  generally  all  that  was  being  donei 
and  you  kept  a  memorandum  of  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  You  generally  knew  about  the  pipes  ? 

A,  I  had  a  general  knowledge. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  work  done  by  Kejser 
for  individuals? 

A,  Do  you  mean  for  Tweed  and  the  rest  of  them  I 

Q.  Yes ;  who  did  he  work  for  ? 

A.  I  did  work  by  his  directions  for  Tweed  and  For 
and  Connolly. 

Q.  For  Fox  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  Connolly,  Tweed,  and  Woodward  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  for  Garvey ! 

A.  I  didn't  do  much  for  Garvey. 

Q.  For  Ingersoll? 

A,  Not  much  for  him  ? 

Q.  For  anybody  else  ? 

A,  Yes ;  I  believe  the  last  job  1  did  was  for  Farley. 
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Q.  As  I  read  this  list  of  names  jou  will  please  let  me 
know  if  any  work  was  done  for  any  of  them.  Was  any 
work  done  for  R.  C.  Hatchings  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  some ;  not  mnch. 

Q.  Anything  for  Andrew  Blakeley  ! 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Anything  for  Andreas  Willmann  f 

A.  Nq,  sir. 

Q,  Anything  for  James  Hayes  ? 

A.  Yes,  sin 

Q.  Anything  for  Wm.  A.  King  t 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Anything  for  M.  B.  Wilson  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Anything  for  A.  J.  Garvey  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  believe  a  little. 

Q,  Anything  for  G.  W.  McLean  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Anything  for  James  McGowan  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Anything  for  W.  M.  Edelstein  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Anything  for  William  A.  Herring? 

A.  No,  sir.  • 

Q.  In  regard  to  those  persons  in  this  list,  yon  say  that 
you  have  done  work  for  Fox,R.  B.  Connolly,  R.  S.  Hatch- 
ings, Andrew  Blakely,  James  Hays,  H.  E.  King,  Wm,  M. 
Tweed,  A.  J.  Garvey,  T.  Farley,  and  others.  What  kind 
of  work  did  you  do  for  those  men  ? 

A,  I  put  up  gas  pipes,  put  chandeliers  in  their  houses, 
and  Mr.  King  had  plumbing  work  done. 

Q,  Did  you  receive  any  instructions  from  Keyser  when 
you  did  the  work  ? 
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A,  Yes,  sir,  I  received  instructions  to  do  it  as  lightly  as 
possible. 

Q.  Why? 

A.  He  would  say  that  he  would  not  get  paid  for  it. 

Q.  Who  else  besides  these  persons  I  have  named  did 
you  do  any  work  for  ? 

A.  That  is  all,  except  for  the  Americus  Olub  House. 

Q.  Did  yon  understand  that  these  jobs  would  he  charged 
against  anybody  at  all  except  the  city  i 

A.  I  supposed  it  was  going  to  be  cliarged  in  some  way 
but  it  was  always  considered  that  they  were  '^  thankee  " 
jobs. 

Q,  At  the  time  the  Ring  exposures  took  place  were  yon 
still  in  the  employment  of  Keyser  ? 

A,  I  was. 

Q,  Did  you  know  whether  at  that  time  Keyser  fixed  up 
his  books  to  meet  the  coming  storm  ? 

A.  I  knew  that  something  extraordinary  was  going  on. 

Q.  What  had  you  observed  or  heard  that  was  extraor- 
dinary about  the  books? 

A.  I  saw  him  busy  fixing  up  the  books,  and  making 
out  bills. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  about  it  ? 

A.  One  of  them  told  me  that  they  were  doing  work  at 
night,  fixing  up  the  books. 

Q,  Did  lie  tell  you  precisely  what  he  was  doing  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  All  you  know  is  that  there  was  some  extraordinary 
activity  going  on  about  the  books? 

A.  I  knew  that  something  was  going  on  more  than 
usual. 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that? 

A.  It  was  about  the  time  the  troubles  were  coming  up. 
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Q.  How  lato  at  night  were  they  working  at  the  books  f 

A.  I  don't  know  how  late. 

Q.  Had  they  an  extra  force  at  them  ? 

A.  I  saw  two  or  three  men  there,  and  one  of  them  told 
me  that  they  had  to  work  all  night  and  on  Sunday. 

Q,  These  books,  in  which  you  kept  a  memorandum  of 
everything,  were,  as  I  understand  you,  an  account  of  the 
amount  of  labor  done,  and  the  materials  furnished  ? 

A.  Yes,  and  the  chandelier  and  other  tilings. 

Q.  About  what  time  did  he  borrow  this  book  from  you 
which  he  never  gave  back  ? 

A.  About  the  time  that  the  troubles  commenced.  He 
asked  for  that  book,  and  also  asked  me  to  get  his  plumb- 
er's book. 

Q.  Who  was  the  plumber  ? 

A.  Pat  Cooke.  He  sent  me  to  get  the  book  from 
Oooke's  mother  after  his  death ;  but  she  suid  it  had  been 
burned  or  thrown  into  the  ash-barrel.  Kevser  then  did 
not  seem  to  care  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  books  he  was  anxious  to 
get  hold  of  ? 

A.  Yes,  there  was  another  man  working  there,  and  he 
was  anxious  to  get  his  books. 

Q,  What  was  his  name  ? 

A.  John  Waldon. 

Q.  Is  he  residing  in  New  York  ? 

A.  I  think  he  hangd  around  somewhere.  He  worked  a 
good  deal  at  the  Court-house. 

Q,  Where  are  you  working  now  ? 

A,  For  Mitchell  &  Co.  They  supplied  the  chandelier 
for  the  Court-house. 

Q.  Could  you  not  find  out  from  them  about  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Were  yon  ever  talked  to  by  any  lawyers  represent- 
ing the  city  or  State  before? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  were  never  reqnested  to  tell  what  yon  knew 
abont  these  matters  before  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  no  one  ever  asked  me. 

Q.  Who  wonld  be  more  likely  than  yoa  to  know  about 
the  plumbling  work  in  the  Court-honse  t 

A.  The  man  who  worked  there  is  not  working  now. 

Q,  What  is  his  name  ? 

A.  Patrick  Donnelly. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  where  he  is  i 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  anybody  now  in  New  York  that  wonld 
know? 

A.  I  don't  know  ;  I  think  there  is  a  man  at  Providence, 
R  I. 

Q.  What  is  his  name  ? 

A.  Patrick  Tierney. 

Q.  Is  he  a  plumber  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir)  he  had  charge  after  Cook's  death.  He 
came  in  probably  near  the  last  of  it  He  was  not  in  there 
long. 

The  Committee  here  adjourned  until  Wednesday,  De- 
cember 5. 
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TWENTY  EICiDTIl  DAY. 


Dbckmbeb  5,  1877. 

The  ComiDittee  met  to-day,  pursuant  to  adjonmment^ 

PreBcnt — Alderman  Lkwis. 

*'  Cowing. 

'*  Slevin. 


After  the  Committee  was  called  to  order  John  H, 
McKeon  addressed  the  Committee  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Peter 
B.  Sweeney,  who  had  been  subpoenaed  as  a  witness,  to  give 
testimony  before  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

May  it  please  your  Honorable  Committee,  on  behalf  of 
myself  and  my  associates  I  would  say  something.  Last 
night  our  client,  Mr.  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  was  served  with  a 
subpoena  to  appear  here  this  morning,  and  we  have  pre- 
pared, as  his  counsel,  what  we  consider  a  respectful  pro- 
test against  his  appearing,  which,  with  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  1  will  now  read. 

To  the  Honorable  Committee  of  the  Comnnon  Council  of 
the  City  of  New  York: 

Mr.  Peter  B.  Sweeney  has  been  served  with  a  paper 
purporting  to  require  his  appearance  before  you  on  this 
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^ay  to  give  evidence  in  a  certain  unnamed  and  unde- 
scribed  investigation,  which  we  suppose  to  be  that  relating 
to  what  is  popularly  called  "  city  fi-auds."  We  appear, 
as  his  counsel,  to  protest  against  its  enforcement,  and 
have  advised  him  to  confide  to  us  the  duty  of  respectfully 
asking  your  attention  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
he  is  at  present  in  this  city.  In  February  of  this  year  he 
was  with  his  family  in  France.  There  was  then  pending 
against  him  an  action  on  behalf  of  this  city,  in  which  a 
large  amount  of  money  was  claimed.  Those  having  it 
in  charge  for^the  plaintiffs  suggested  his  attendance  upon 
the  trial,  and  tendered  him  his  protection  from  annoyance 
while  here  for  that  purpose.  On  receiving  that  informa- 
tion from  us  he  at  once  signified  his  readiness  to  attend, 
and  immediately  did  so,  at  large  inconvenience  and 
sacrifice.  Representing  him,  we  entered  into  the  arrange- 
ment which  is  expressed  in  the  instrument  in  our  posses- 
sion, a  copy  of  which  is  hereto  annexed.  You  will  per- 
ceive that  it  is  executed  on  behalf  of  the  People  by  all  the 
gentlemen  who  were  supposed  to  have  any  interest  in  or 
control  over  the  subject,  including  the  Counsel  to  the 
Corporation,  representing  the  city  government.  Mr. 
Sweeney,  under  our  advice,  trusted  to  the  assurance  it 
gave,  and  has  been  since  then,  and  still  is,  engaged  in 
finally  disposing  of  the  action  against  him.  ELe  has  had 
no  notification  from  any  source  that  the  immunity  thus 
assured  would  at  any  time  expire,  according  to  its  pro- 
visions. With  becoming  respect  for  your  Honorable 
Body,  we  insist  that  it  would  he  a  violation  of  the  pledge 
of  faith  of  the  peo|)le  to  subject  him  to  any  examination 
upon  the  subjects  involved  in  the  action  against  him.  It 
would  also,  in  our  judgment,  be  unwarraiitable  and 
oppressive  to  oblige  him  at  this  time  in  the  name  of  the 
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plaintifiEs  in  that  action,  to  become  a  witness  concerning 
such  matters.  We  therefore  respectfully  submit,  as  a 
matter  of  justice  and  propriety  as  well  as  legal  right,  that 
your  Honorable  Body  should  declare  him  protected  by 
the  foregoing  considerations,  and  relieve  him  from  attend- 
ance before  you. 

December  5, 1877. 

(Signed)  W.  A.  Beaoh, 

JoHK  MoKeon, 
A.  J.  Vanderpoel. 

Following  is  the  stipulation  : 

NEW  YORK  SUPREME  COURT. 

The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  against  Peter  B. 
Sweeney  and  the  Mayor  of  New  York. — It  is  hereby 
stipulated  and  agreed  that  in  the  event  of  the  defendant, 
Peter  B.  Sweeney,  attending  upon  the  trial  of  this  action, 
he  shall  not  be  arrested  on  process,  civil  or  criminal,  at 
the  suit  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  New  York,  or  of 
the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Commonalty  of  the  city  of 
New  York,  or  of  the  county  of  New  York,  or  of  any  tax- 
payer, or  other  person  or  persons,  or  corporation,  claiming 
to  sue  or  prosecute  on  their  own  behalf,  or  on  behalf  of  or 
in  right  of  the  interest  of  said  people  of  the  said  city  or 
county,  prior  to  or  during  the  said  trial,  nor  fur  the  period 
of  thirty  days  subsequent  thereto,  nor  shall  any  order  of 
arrest,  or  other  process,  civil  or  criminal,  against  his  per- 
son be  issued  against  or  served  on  him  during  the  period 
aforesaid.  And  it  is  hereby  further  stipulated  that  during 
the  trial  aforesaid  he  shall  not  be  arrested  or  called  for 
trial  on  any  indictment   which   may   have   been  found 
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against  him  individnally  or  in  connection  with  others,  and 
that  during  the  said  period  no  criminal  complaint  shall  be 
made  or  indictment  found  against  him.  It  being  the  in- 
tent and  purpose  of  this  stipulation  that  said  Peter  B. 
Sweeney  shall  be  unmolested  after  his  arrival  in  this  city 
of  New  York,  and  for  thirty  days  after  the  trial  of  this 
action,  provided  that  the  plaintiffs  ma\',  at  any  time,  put 
an  end  to  this  stipulation  and  any  rights  of  defendant 
Sweeney  thereunder,  by  giving  to  the  attorneys  of  said 
Sweeney  thirty  days'  notice  of  their  intention  so  to  do ; 
after  the  expiration  of  such  thirty  days  plaintiff  shall  be  free 
to  act  as  if  this  stipulation  had  never  been  made.    * 

(Signed) 

Charles  S.  Fairchild,  Attorney-General. 
Bknj.  K.  Phet^  District  Attorney  of  N. Y.  County. 
William  C.  WiirrNKY,  Corporation  Counsel. 
WuEELTCR  n.  Peckham,  Assistant  Counsel. 

Alderman  Cowing  desired  to  know  whether  in  point  of 
fact  it  was  not  true  that  Mr.  Sweeney's  case,  because  of 
which  that  stipulation  had  been  given,  was  finally  ad- 
justed and  settled.  Mr.  McKoon  replied  that  it  was  not; 
that  it  is  a  live  action  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  for 
although  terms  of  settlement  had  been  agreed  upon,  the 
settlement  had  not  yet  been  made. 

Alderman  Cowing — It  is  a  live  action,  then  ? 

Mr.  McKkon — It  is  a  live  action  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, and  this  stipulation  gives  him  immunity  from  all 
civil  and  criminal  processes.  He  is  to  be  absolutely  free 
from  all  molestation  and  we  respectfully  suggest  that  this 
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Committee  molests  him  by  snbpcenaing  him  to  appear  be- 
fore it. 

Alderman  Cowmo — But,  suppose  the  Committee  only 
wished  to  obtain  information  from  Mr.  Sweeney,  and  have 
no  desire  to  make  it  a  basis  of  any  action  against  him. 

Mr.  McKeon — Ah,  we  cannot  tell  how  this  testimony 
will  affect  him.  We  should  not  have  allowed  him  to 
come  here  from  France  unless  we  thought  that  he  would 
be  exempt  from  any  molestation  whatever.  The  public 
faith  is  pledged  to  that. 

Mr.  Cole — I  wish  to  knc»w  if  it  be  the  object  of  coun- 
sel to  secure  immunity  for  Mr.  Sweeney  as  a  witness  on 
matters  other  than 

Mr.  McKeon  (interrupting) — We  intended  that  he 
should  not  be  interfered  with  in  any  way,  that  was 
our  purport,  and  now  you  propose  to  molest  him ;  you 
ought  to  go  on  with  this  case  just  as  if  Mr.  Sweeney  was 
in  Paris. 

Mr.  CoLK — I  think  under  these  circumstances  it  would 
not  be  proper  to  compel  Mr.  Sweeney's  attendance. 

Alderman  Cowinq — Do  you  think  that  his  attendance 
here  to  give  information  as  to  his  knowledge  of  matters 
not  connected  with  his  own  case  would  be  a  molestation. 

Mr.  MoKeon — I  do. 
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Alderman  Cowing — I  (Mnk  the  Committee  should  take 
time  to  consider  the  matter. 

William  A .  Beach,  who  also  represented  Mr.  Peter  B. 
Sweeney  then  addressed  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

It  is  almost  impossible  that  Mr.  Sweeney  should  be  a 
witness  in  these  matters  without  necessarily  involving  the 
affairs  of  Mr.  Sweeney  in  that  investigation.  The  inquiry 
would  naturally  extend  to  his  pei*sonal  matters.  I  had 
implicit  confidence  in  the  assurances  given  by  that  instru- 
ment, as  well  as  from  personal  conversations  with  the  gen- 
tlemen whose  names  appear  upon  it,  that  it  would  secure 
Mr.  Sweeney  entirely  from  apprehension  of  diflicultj'  by 
prosecution,  and  from  all  petty  annoyances  on  the  subject 
of  the  frauds  which  were  involved  in  his  case,  and  I  am 
still  convinced  that  the  gentlemen  who  signed  that  stipu- 
lation had  that  object  in  view,  and  intended,  as  they  con- 
sidered it  of  some  importance  that  he  should  be  present 
on  his  trial,  that  it  should  be  a  perfect  and  full  immunity 
on  all  matters  except  the  suit  then  pending  against  hini. 
All  these  matters  are  remotely  or  approximately  connected 
with  the  administration  of  Mr.  Sweeney,  in  connection 
with  the  affairs  of  the  city,  and  it  is  impossible  that  any 
examination  could  be  had  of  him  in  regard  to  incidental, 
kindred,  and  associated  matters  that  would  necessarily  in 
some  degree  reflect  on  his  own  concerns  as  involved  in  his 
administration.  Will  your  Honors  please  consider  the  in- 
decency on  the  part  of  the  People  of  compelling  Mr. 
Sweeney  to  appear  as  a  witness  under  circumstances  in 
which  he  must  necessarily  be  embarrassed  by  the  subjects 
which  are  to  be  examined.  It  is,  I  consider,  a  harsh  and 
unwarrantable  proceeding,  and  a  great  violation  of  good 
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faith  and  propriety  to  enforce  this  process  against  Mr. 
Sweeney. 

Alderman  Cowing  remarked  that  he  miderstood  from 
the  Judge  before  whom  Mr.  Sweeney's  case  was,  that  it 
was  ended',  with  the  exception  of  his  paying  over  the 
money  consideration  agreed  upon. 

Mr.  Braoh  replied  that  that  was  a  misunderstanding, 
but  even  if  it  were  so,  Mr.  Sweeney  was  still  entitled  to 
thirtv  davs'  notice  after  the  trial,  and  no  notice  had  been 
served.  "  I  hope  it  is  understood,'^'  he  said,  **Mr.  Sweeney 
does  not  decline  an  investigation.  He  is  willing  to  become 
a  witness  on  the  proper  occasion  and  at  the  proper  time, 
but  under  existing  circumstances,  and  at  this  juncture  he 
deems  it  improper.  His  suit  is  not  settled.  We  have  in 
part  settled  it,  but  we  have  been  compelled  to  ask  certain 
indulgences,  which  have  been  kindly  accorded.  We  have 
had  great  difficulty  in  complying  with  what  we  consider 
very  hai'sh  conditions,  but  which  we  intend  to  comply  with 
'  fully.  Until  we  have  done  so,  the  prosecution  may  at  any 
moment  set  aside  the  now  incomplete  arrangements  and 
renew  the  action.  Under  these  circumstances  the  impro- 
priety of  Mr.  Sweeney  appearing  as  a  witness  must  be 
very  apparent. 

The  Committee  determined  to  hold  the  protest  and  stipu- 
lation under  advisement,  and,  for  the  present  at  least,  to 
pass  over  the  question  of  compelling  Mr.  Sweeney's 
attendance. 
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Ex- Attorney  General  F.  C.  Barlow  then  took  the  stand, 
and  was  examined  by  Mr.  Cole,  as  follows : 

Q.  I  received  a  communication  from  you  saying  that 
you  desired  to  make  some  correction  of  a  part  of  tiie  testi- 
mony which  you  gave  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee ? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  I  desire  to  make  some  correction ;  since  I 
was  here  I  looked  over  my  letter  book^  and  1  find  that  on 
the  16th  of  April,  1873,  I  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Shultz, 
when  I  learned  by  his  conversation  that  a  loan  of  the 
trust  funds  to  Keyser  waapthen  in  contemplation,  intimating 
to  him  that  a  trustee  was  not  permitted  to  invest  trust 
funds  on  second  mortgages,  and  lease-hold  property 
securities,  and  informing  him  that  if  the  security  failed  he 
would  himself  be  liable  for  the  sums  invested.  As  counsel 
for  Mr.  Shultz,  I  advised  that  gentleman  that  he  was 
not  then  under  obligations  to  pay  over  to  the  city  the 
$60,000  collected  on  Keyser's  claims,  but  that  he  was 
responsible  for  it  whenever  a  settlement  should  be  made 
and  it  should  turn  out  that  he  was  owing  the  city  that 
amount  These  letters  recall  a  good  many  of  the  facts  to 
my  mind,  and  it  is  clear  to  me  from  them  that  Shulta 
never  consulted  me  while  the  loaning  of  this  money  to 
Keyser  and  the  taking  of  the  mortgages  on  his  property 
was  in  progress. 

Q.  Was  that  letter  written  while  you  were  Attorney 
General  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  I  may  also  remark  that  in  case  it  should 
turn  out  on  the  settlement  with  the  city  that  Keyser  owes 
the  city,  Mr.  Shultz  is  amplv  responsible,  and  I  have  no 
•doubt  but  that  he  will  pay  over  the  money.  I  think  that 
this  should  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
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as  there  seems  to  be  some  misunderstanding  about  the 
matter  as  if  he  had  wronged  somebody. 

Alderman  Cowing  asked  witness  if  he  had  ever  found 
Mr.  Keyser  in  any  better  physical  and  mental  condition 
than  he  had  appeared  before  this  Committee,  and  had  conse- 
quently been  able  to  get  out  of  him  any  really  useful 
information. 

Gen.  Barlow  said  that  he  had,  that  he  was  very  much 
surprised  at  Mr.  Keyser's  attitude  and  actions  before  this 
Committee,  as  leported  by  the  newspapers,  and  that  he 
thought  Mr.  Keyser  must  have  been  very  much  frightened 
by  the  Committee  or  else  iiave  had  some  powerful  reason 
for  acting  as  he  did.  Mr.  Keyser's  books  were  accurately 
kept,  to  all  appearance,  and  his  information  on  matters 
about  which  he  was  questioned  affecting  tlie  city's  suits 
against  other  parties  was  clear  and  precise. 

Alderman  Cowing  remarked  that  Keyser  had  told 
the  Connnittee  that  liis  books  were  very  imperfect,  as  he 
knew  little  or  nothing  of  bookkeeping,  and  kept  a  bad 
bookkeeper. 

Gen.  Harlow  replied  that  that  was  very  dillerent  from 
what  Mr.  Keyser  had  represented  to  him.  If  tlie  bor>ks 
he  exhibited  here  only  made  such  an  imperfect  showing 
as  Alderman  Lewis  described  and  Alderman  Cowing 
mentioned,  the  inference  in  his  mind  would  be  that  Mr. 
Keyser  kept  two  sets  of  i>o()ks. 

Q.  (Hy  Alderman  Cowing) — I  suppose  that  there  can- 
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not  be  any  claim  on  Mr.  Shultz  now  to  pay  over  the  money 
to  the  city  ? 

A.  I  think  not ;  but  he  is  ready  to  pay  over  the  money 
at  the  proper  time.  He  is  unwilling  however  to  be  held 
np  in  the  newspapers  as  owing  the  cit}'  $62,000,  that  he 
OQght  to  have  paid  and  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Cole — But  the  city  has  a  right,  as  having  con- 
tingent interest  in  that  money,  to  know  how  it  is  in- 
vested ? 

A.  I  don't  mean  to  say  anything  against  that  I  suppose 
he  is  in  the  condition  of  all  trustees.  1  doubt  whether 
any  trustee  is  perfectly  satisfied  with  tlie  way  in  which 
the  funds  intrusted  to  him  are  invested  but  they  must 
take  risks. 

By  Mr.  Colk — 1  undei*stand  tliat  these  mortgages  were 
made  on  leasehold  property,  and  were  second  mortgages, 
and  that  you  advised  against  them  ? 

A,  Yes ;  as  soon  as  it  came  to  my  personal  knowledge  I 
wrote  liim  that  letter  to  which  I  have  referred  but  at  the 
same  time,  I  stated  to  him  that  I  thought  the  chances 
were  that  the  property  would  never  be  called  upon. 

Q.  And  you  advised  him  against  taking  this  leasehold 
property  or  second  mortgages  as  security  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

By  Alderman  Lewis — Did  you  ever  examine  Keyser's 
books  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  except  in  one  or  two  instances. 

Q,  He  stated  before  this  Committee  that  his  books  were 
entirely  inaccurate  ? 

A,  That  was  diflferent  from  what  he  stated  to  me. 

Mr.  Cole — He  said  so  here. 

A.  Keyser  brought  various  books  to  me,  saying  that  he 
could  show  every  item  of  the  work  done.     That  some  of 
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it  was  done  on  Blackwell's  Island,  but  still  it  was  for 
the  city. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Did  you  ever  come  to  any 
conclusion  as  to  whether  he  was  indebted  to  the  city  or 
the  eitj'  to  him  ? 

A,  No ;  1  never  did.  He  always  asserted  that  these 
warrants  were  forgeries.  I  prepared  a  list  of  those  he  so 
designated  and  gave  notice  to  the  Broadway  Bank  that 
such  was  the  case.  I  served  this  notice  at  the  very  out- 
set of  the  proceedings,  and  from  that  time  to  this  the  city 
had  maintained  Keyser's  view  of  that  by  suing  the  Broad- 
way Bank  on  the  ground  that  they  were  forgeries. 

Q.  Why  was  not  the  simple  expedient  resorted  to  of 
suing  Keyser.     Why  did  not  the  authorities  sue  Keyser  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  why  the  authorities  did  not  do  that. 

Q.  That  was  a  simple  way  of  proceeding. 

A.  They  probably  thought  that  an  adjustment  of  it  in 
the  manner  proposed  was  better  than  a  long-winded  suit 
We  tried  all  we  could  to  get  the  city  to  make  a  settlement, 
but  Mr.  Green,  I  suppose,  had  so  much  to  do  that  he  could 
not  attend  to  it.  We  frequently  applied  to  him  for  that 
purpose,  but  without  success. 

Q,  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Did  you  have  charge  of  the  Coraan 
suit? 

A.  I  had. 

Q.  I  wish  yon  would  state  to  the  Committee  under  what 
circumstances  that  case  was  disposed  of? 

A.  There  are  one  or  two  suits  still  pending  in  which 
the  same  issues  are  involved,  and  I  think  it  would  be  un- 
advisable  to  state  those  circum<tancos  at  present — though 
I  have  no  objections  to  give  my  reasons  to  the  counsel  or 
to  the-Committee  privately  for  my  opinion. 

Mr.  Cole — I  will  not  press  the  question. 
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Peter  B.  Olney  was  then  sworn,  and  tostified  as  fol- 
lows: 

Q,  Please  state  to  the  Committee  yonr  connections  with 
this  assignment  of  John  H.  Keyser  to  Mr.  Shnltz  ? 

A.  I  had  no  connection  with  the  assignment  except  that 
it  came  into  our  ofKce  at  the  time  tlie  list  of  bills  was 
brought  in.  Thereupon  we  agreed  to  collect  tlie  bills,  and 
we  collected  about  $62,000— and  paid  over  the  monoj 
that  we  collected,  after  deducting  our  fees,  to  Mr.  Shnltz, 
and  took  his  receipt  therefor.  Some  time  thereafter,  I 
cannot  tell  the  date,  Mr.  Keyser  came  into  the  office  and 
w^anted  to  know  if  I  would  act  on  his  behalf  in  conjunc- 
tion with  Mr.  Hatfield,  a  young  man  in  the  Comptroller^B 
office,  to  see  if  we  could  arrive  at  a  settlement  of  his  affairs 
with  the  city— whether  the  city  owed  him  or  he  owed  the 
city.  1  was  informed  that  I  would  be  acceptable  to  Mr. 
Sliultz  if  I  would  consent  to  act  in  that  capacity ;  and 
I  consented  to  do  so.  We  had  several  interviews  with 
Mr.  Hatfield,  who  was  a  builder,  I  think.  It  is  likely  that 
I  saw  the  Comptroller  in  connection  with  that  business. 
I  know  that  I  spent  considerable  time  at  Mr.  Keyser^s 
office  in  looking  over  his  books,  in  order  to  be  pre- 
pared, if  ever  the  matter  came  to  a  head,  to  show  the 
labor  and  work  he  had  done.  It  was  a  large  under- 
taking, and  we  were  anxious  to  do  all  we  could  to 
bring  about  a  settlement.  Finally  the  city  dropped  the 
matter  and  nothing  was  ever  accomplished.  I  don't  think 
that  Mr.  Shultz  ever  consulted  me  about  the  loan  of  this 
money.  Mr.  Keyser  came  into  the  office  one  day  and  said 
that  he  was  in  great  pecuniary  straits  in  consequence  of 
the  city  failing  to  make  a  settlement  with  him — that  lie 
had  made  every  effort  to  effect  a  settlement,  but  had  failed 


781 


— that  Mr.  Shultz  had  already  loaned  him  some  money 
and  was  going  to  lend  him  some  more — and  that  he  had 
agreed  to  give  Mr.  Shultz  a  mortgage  upon  certain  ])rop- 
erty  and  "wished  me  to  draw  it  up.  I  did  m  and  I  think 
that  the  mortgage  or  mortgages,  with  an  abstract  of  the 
title,  was  sent  to  Mr.  Shultz.  I  think  that  I  had  no  personal 
communication 'with  Mr.  Shultz  about  the  matter,  I  think 
I  may  have  written  to  him  a  letter  about  the  title  ;  but  1 
was  not  consulted  about  the  propriety  of  the  transaction. 
I  think  I  never  gave  any  advice  on  the  subject.  I  may 
have  EUggested  something  to  Generel  Barlow  when  he 
wrote  that  letter  to  Mr.  Shultz ;  but  I  think  I  was  never 
consulted  as  to  the  question  of  law.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
Mr.  Shultz  and  Mr.  Keyser  made  very  earnest  endeavors  to 
bring  about  an  honest  adjustment  of  his  claims  without 
success  I  am  unable  to  give  the  give  the  figures,  but  I  can 
say  this  that  after  examining  Mr.  Keyser's  books  I  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  city  was  owing  money  to  Keyser. 
That  was  my  impression. 

Q.  You  were  representing  Mr.  Keyser? 

A.  Yes,  but  of  course  1  was  not  unfriendly  to  the  city. 
Mr.  Shultz  wanted,  I  think,  to  get  rid  of  this  money  and 
to  pay  it  to  whom  it  belonged.  My  understanding  was 
that  Mr.  Shultz  was  like  a  stake-holder,  and  I  supposed 
that  he  would  act  in  good  faith  with  both  parties. 

Q.  That  is  a  question  of  law.  He  held  it  in  trust  for 
the  City  of  New  Yoik  ? 

A,  My  impression  is  that  you  are  mistaken.  I  think 
that  he  holds  it  for  the  benefit  of  whom  it  may  concern. 

Q.  What  was  done  by  you  and  Hatfield,  in  trying  to 
effect  a  settlement? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you  what  (Hatfield  did.  In  the  first 
place,  Mr.  Keyser  informed  him  on  what  building  he  had 
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done  work,  and  I  understand  that  he  went  over  the  city 
to  see  the  work  thus  specified  by  Mr.  Keyser.  I  think  I 
8  iw  his  memorandum  of  the  matter  which  he  handed  to 
the  Comptroller.  As  far  as  I  was  concerned  I  think  I 
had  but  one  consultation  with  Mr.  Hatfield,  early  after 
the  proposed  settlements  was  set  on  foot  as  to  what 
method  we  should  take  in  examining  the  work.  For  my- 
self I  spent  two  or  three  evenings  at  Mr.  Keyser's  store  at 
Ninth  street,  in  making  myself  familar  with  the  general 
conduct  of  his  business,  what  entries  he  had  made  in  his 
books  and  what  data  he  could  show  for  his  claims — the 
work  he  had  done  and  the  materials  he  had  furnished. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Lewis) — Was  any  reason  assigned 
for  dropping  this  investigation  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  but  I  heard  that  the  appropriation 
which  the  Comptroller  had  for  such  purposes  was  used 
up  or  taken  away,  and  that  he  had  no  further  means  to 
pay  Mr.  Hatfield. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Mr.  Keyser  said  that  the  expense 
of  this  loan  was  paid  out  of  the  Trust  Fund,  was  that 
true? 

A.  It  was  not  so  repoited  in  the  papers.  I  think  that 
Mr.  Keyser  paid  us  with  his  own  checks,  but  I  don't  know 
where  the  money  came  from.  I  am  quite  sure  that  he 
gave  us  hiri  check. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  these  mortgages  were  second 
mortgages  ? 

A.  I  think  so.  I  think  I  made  an  abstract  of  them.  1 
completed  it  and  I  think  I  sent  it  in  a  note  to  Mr.  Shnltz. 

Q.  You  represented  Mr.  Keyser  and  did  not  advise  Mr. 
Shultz  at  all  ? 

A,  No,  I  did  not  advise  him  as  to  the  propriety  of  what 
was  to  be  done.     Mr  Keyser,  as  I  remember,  came  to  me 
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and  told  me  that  this  thing  had  been  agreed  upon  that 
this  money  was  to  be  loaned  to  him  and  that  he  was  to 
give  security  to  Mr.  Shultz  therefor,  and  that  the  security 
he  was  to  give  had  been  decided  upon.  All  that  I  had  to 
do  was  to  pass  upon  the  title.  I  do  not  think  he  made 
any  concealment  about  the  mortgages  at  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  of  these  claims  that  were 
assigned — That  they  were  claims  which  Mr.  Keyser  never 
intended  to  present  himself. 

A.  I  don't  think  that  any  one  of  the  claims  ever  came 
to  trial.  The  people  that  had  been  engaged  in  the  frauds 
knew  very  well  that  the  work  had  been  done  for  thenL 
He  was  called  upon  to  do  this  work,  and  as  he  had  bills 
against  the  city  he  deemed  it  prudent  to  do  it,  l)ut  it  was 
understood  that  he  would  never  send  any  bills  to  them  for 
it.  The  work  was  done,  and  these  people  would  never 
have  paid  the  claims  unless  the  labor  and  materials  had 
been  supplied. 

Q.  You  say  that  Mr.  Hatfield  went  around  with  Mr. 
Keyser  to  see  what  work  had  been  actually  done  ? 
A.  I  did  not  say  that.     I  think  he  was  to  do  so. 

Q.  Were  they  to  go  and  examine  the  work  done  for 
private  persons  as  well  as  for  the  public? 

A.  I  think  not.  It  was  to  examine  the  work  done  for 
the  city.  They  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  other  claims. 
The  other  claims  had  been  collected. 

Q,  Have  you  a  list  of  those  claims  tliat  were  collected  f 
A.  No,  sir  ;  not  with  me. 

Q.  General  Barlow  mentioned  some  of  them,  but  his 
list  w^as  not  complete  i 

A.  Those  claims  on  which  suits  were  brought  will  be 
found  registered  in  our  registry.     Some  of  them  were 
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paid  on  dcraaud,  and  some  of  them  were  settled  by  com- 
promise. 

Q.  Most  of  them  were  compromised  for  less  than  their 
face  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  exactly.  Most  of  them,  however, 
were  compromised. 

Q.  Please  explain  to  the  Committee  why  it  was,  when 
ft  compromise  was  about  to  be  effected,  that  Mr.  Keyser 
was  consulted,  and  the  information  which  he  gave  gener- 
allv  followed  as  to  the  amount  to  be  taken  and  the  com- 
promise  to  be  made  ? 

A.  You  will  bear  in  mind  that  these  claims  were  made 
up  of  a  great  many  items,  and  it  would  be  altogether  out 
of  the  question  to  go  through  and  examine  several  hun- 
dred items.  The  bill  therefore  would  be  compromised 
for  puch  an  amdnnt,  as  we  took  what  we  considered  would 
be  for  the  best  interests  of  our  clients. 

Q,  What  is  your  impression  about  Mr.  Keyser's  books? 

A,  When  I  went  there  to  examine  them,  he  had  a  book- 
keeper, and  this  gentleman  made  the  impresson  on  my 
mind  that  he  was  a  good  bookkeeper.  I  cannot  say  that 
I  am  competent  to  judge,  but  his  bookkeeper  made  a 
favorable  impression  upon  me. 

Q,  Mr.  Keyser  told  you  that  he  had  good  books  of  ac- 
counts ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Cole — He  told  us  differently.     That  is  all. 

Jackson  S.  Schultz  was  then  called  and  sworn  : 

Q.  Will  you  please  state  how  the  idea  first  pre- 
sented itself  to  your  mind  that  the  assignment  should  be 
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made  by  Sey^r  to  you  in  tPttst  ftd  between  him  ftnd  the 
^ity— how  did  you  come  to  think  of  taking  this  trust? 

A^  BecRse  I  had  to  do  with  Mr.  Keyser's  early  connec- 
tion with  the  exposure  of  the  "Rui":;"  and  from  that 
knowledge  of  him  and  his  knowledge  of  me,  I  suppose  he 
consented  to  permit  me  to  occupy  that  position. 

Q,  But  the  idea  suggested  itself  to  your  mind  or  wa^ 
suggested  by  somebody  else  ? 

A,  Well,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  tell  all  the  circum- 
stances about  it  perhaps  that  will  be  the  best  way. 

Mr.  CoLK— Well,  go  on  with  your  statement. 

Mr.  ScHULTZ— Soon  after  the  publication  in  the  Times oi 
certain  f  rands  connected  ^vith  the  affairs  of  the  city,you  may 
remember  tJiere  was  a  committee  of  70  citizens  apjK)inted, 
and  1  happened  to  be  on  the  Committee  on  Frauds.  Our 
attention  was  early  directed  to  the  large  sums  of  money 
which  had  been  obtained  from  the  city  by  certain  trades- 
men,  and  having  some  little  knowledge  of  Mr.  Keyser 
personally  before  this  my  attention  was  naturally 
drawn  to  the  large  sums  he  had  received  from  the  city. 
I  think  it  was  Horace  Greeley  who  came  to  me  firet  and 
said  that  Keyser  denied  he  had  received  any  such  sums 
of  money  from  the  city,  and  had  expressed  to  him  a 
willingness  to  make  restitution  for  any  wrongs  he  might 
have  done — and  said  he  thought  I  had  better  see  him. 
I  did  see  Mr.  Keyser.  I  cannot  state  exactly  what  took 
place,  but  he  repeated  to  me  substantially  that  he  had 
been  doing  wrong,  but  that  he  had  not  profited  by 
that  wrong ;  and  that  as  far  as  he  was  able  he  would 
make  restitution.  Ue  was  in  a  very  excited  and 
agitated  state  of   mind,  and  sometimes  1   would   have 
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to  defer  talking  on  the  subject  when  I  went  to  see 
him,  go  away  and  return  again  on  the  next  day  or 
evening.  So  in  a  few  days  I  drew  out  from  him  all  he 
knew  about  the  city's  relations  with  these  various  parties. 
I  communicated  tliat  information  to  Mr.  Peckham,  Judge 
Lawrence,  and  Gen.  Barlow.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  com- 
municated it  all  to  them  together  at  one  time,  but  on 
several  occasions  they  were  all  three  ])resent.  They  con- 
cluded that  the  information  I  had  received  from  Keyser 
was  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the  interests  of  the  city, 
and  to  the  inquiries  they  were  about  to  commence,  and  I 
was  encouraged  and  induced  to  go  on  with  Mr.  Keyser, 
promising  him,  so  far  as  I  had  any  authority  to  do  so, 
immunity  for  himself  pei*sonally,  provided  he  would  give 
us  the  fa'ts  regarding  himself  and  everybody  else,  and 
aid  us  as  far  as  was  in  his  power.  Tiiese  interviews  and 
conversations  ran  through  days,  and  perhaps  weeks, 
before  we  brought  him  to  a  determination — before  we 
got  him  to  make  an  assignment  of  his  property.  It  was 
suggested  by  our  counsel.  Keyser  was  much  agitated. 
He  did  not  dare  to  go  into  the  streets,  and  he  appeared 
to  be  almost  out  of  his  mind.  His  family  and  physicians 
determined  he  should  go  out  of  the  city,  and  our  legal 
gentlemen  thought  it  might  be  wise  for  him  to  go  some- 
where and  get  quited  down.  But  before  that,  they 
wanted  interviews  w^ith  him,  which  I  obtained  at  his 
house  and  elsewiierc. 

At  those  interviews  they  talked  with  him  fully,  making 
memoranda  at  the  time  of  what  his  statements  were,  and 
examining  thoroughly  his  papei-s  and  books,  and  they  all 
concluded  that  the  information  which  he  imparted  was  of 
the  greatest  importance,  and  that  Mr.  Keyser  must  not 
only  be  secured  as  a  witness  but  that  his  books  and  pa^>er8 
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must  be  lield  in  our  possession  in  some  way.  You  will 
remember,  perhaps,  that  his  were  the  only  books  that  were 
then  in  existence  concerning  tliese  frauds.  All  the  other 
meclianics  were  directed  by  the  liigher  authorities  in  the 
conspiracy  to  burn  their  books,  and  did  so.  He  was 
directed  to,  but  did  not.  His  vouchers  were  also  secured 
by  a  mere  accident.  He  went  into  the  Comptroller's 
office  to  look  at  his  vouchers,  and  placed  th^m  in  a  private 
drawer,  they  having  occupied  his  attention  past  the  time 
when  that  office  was  closed,  and  when  on  the  following 
Saturday  or  Sunday  night  the  other  vouchers  were  de- 
fitroyed  these  escaped,  and  it  occurred  to  liim  that  his 
might  not  be  destroyed,  and  on  going  there  on  Monday 
morning  he  found  the  vouchers  which  this  fortunate 
circumstance  had  placed  in  that  drawer.  The  Committee 
ascertained  that  fact,  and  wanted  to  possess  themselves  of 
tliose  vouchei'S  and  such  explanations  of  tiiem  as  Keyser 
could  give. 

Mr.  Cole — But  Mr.  Keyser  did  not  have  them.  They 
remained  in  the  custody  of  the  Comptroller's  office. 

Mr.  SoHULi^ — Well,  they  remained  in  possession  of  the 
office,  but  he  found  them. 

Mr.  Cole — No,  they  were  found  by  the  clerks  in  the 
office  before  he  appeared  on  the  scene.  He  does  not  even 
claim  that  he  found  them.  You  had  better  stick  to  mat- 
ters of  fact  that  you  know  about  yourself. 

Mr.  SoHULTZ — I  want  to  show  what  was  the  motive  on 
the  part  of  the  Committee.  We  wanted  to  get  possession 
of  Mr.  Keyser  and  his  vouchers  and  books  as  a  means  of 
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ascertaining  how  his  bnsiness  was  transacted,  and  how  this 
wrong  was  done.  Mr.  Keyser  pointed  out  what  vonchera 
were  his,  and  what  he  didn't  sign,  and  which  he  alleged 
were  forgeries.  Afterward,  on  examining  the  stubs  of  his 
check-book,  I  did  not  lind  any  record  of  the  receipt  of 
those  large  sums  of  money  mentioned  on  the  vouchers  he 
claimed  to  be  forgeries,  nor  did  I  find  any  evidence  of  his 
having  received  them  from  his  bank-books. 

Mr.  CoLK — But  you  know  he  only  received  thirty-five 
per  cent  of  the  face  of  the  vouchers? 

Mr.  ScHULTz— I — ah! — yes.  I  don't  know  how  much 
he  received.  He  stated  at  the  time,  but  I  had  forgotten. 
We  came  to  have  considerable  confidence  in  his  state- 
ments, because  most  of  them  were  supported  by  other 
testimony  and  found  to  be  true.  The  question  then  came 
up  how  we  could  get  possession  of  those  books  and  papers 
in  his  absence,  because  lie  had  to  leave  town  by  direction 
of  his  physician.  One  of  our  counsel  suggested  they  had 
better  be  given  into  the  Comptroller's  oftice,  but  that  office 
at  the  time  was  in  an  imsettled  condition,  and  it  was 
thought  better  not  to  place  them  there.  It  was  the  idea 
of  one  of  the  counsel  that  he  should  assign  those  accounts 
to  the  city  pending  a  settlement  between  him  and  tJie  city 
which  he  professed  to  desire.  He  professed  to  be  willing 
to  pay  the  city  anything  he  had  wrongfully  received.  It 
was  an  afterthought,  this  assignment  of  certain  claims. 
When  I  came  into  possession  of  the  books  I  saw  these 
large  claims  against  a  large  number  of  men  whom  he  had 
been  telling  us  of  as  interested  in  this — this — this 

Mr.  Cole — Steal. 
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Mr.  SoHULTz — Yes,  steaPs  the  word.  And  at  once  our 
attention  was  directe,d  to  them,  and  we  thought  it  would 
be  a  very  good  thing  to  get  hold  of  these  and  see  what  we 
could  get  of  them.  He  told  us  that  they  were  for  work 
which  was  done  without  any  expectation  of  getting  the 
full  amount,  and  he  was  unwilling  to  assign  them ;  said 
that  these  parties  might  pay  him,  but  would  not  pay  any- 
body else.  He  said  he  could  collect  them  better  than 
anybody  else.  I  took  those  accounts  under  tbfeso  circum- 
stances. I  supposed  I  was  a  trustee,  of  course — that  I 
was  an  assignee — a  sort  of  go-between,  between  Mr. 
Keyser  and  the  city,  to  arrange  their  differences,  and  to 
use  him  as  a  witness  and  his  books  and  papers  against 
other  parties ;  but  I  promised  him  that  he  should  be  un- 
harmed, that  he  might  walk  the  streets  without  fear  of 
arrest,  and,  so  far  as  I  was  able  to,  I  would  allow  him  to 
go  on  with  his  stove  business  and  his  other  business  in 
which  he  said  a  number  of  young  men  were  interested 
with  him.  I  soon  found  out  that  he  had  no  money  in  his 
business.  He  wanted  to  borrow  money  from  the  very 
start.  He  said  he  had  used  up  his  money  in  these  city 
contracts,  and,  instead  of  paying  him,  they  had,  to  use 
his  phrase,  "  gobbled  up"  the  money  themselves,  and  his 
entire  capital  was  swamped,  and  he  wanted  to  save  these 
young  men  who  were  engaged  in  the  stove  business  with 
him  as  partners.  I  promised  him  that  he  should  be  allowed 
to  go  on  with  this  work,  and  1  would  keep  the  city  matters 
separate. 

Regarding  the  books,  he  said:  *'I  can't  give  them  to 
you  to  take  away,  because  they  contain  all  my  accounts 
with  other  customera  than  the  city — private  individuals." 
Then  1  agreed  that  my  work  on  them  might  be  done  in 
the  evening  at  his  store,  when  it  would  not  interfere  with 
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his  other  business.  It  was  after  repeated  interviews,  and 
all  tliese  promises  and  statements  on  my  part  as  representa- 
tive of  the  best  interests  of  the  city,  that  I  got  him  to  the 
assignment,  to  do  as  I  have  indicated. 

After  1  liad  made  the  collections  on  those  claims  con- 
veyed by  that  assignment,  I  held  the  money  for  a  long 
while,  making  attempts*  each  day  almost,  certainly  each 
week,  to  bring  about  an  adjustment  in  some  way  between 
the  city  and  myself.  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Tilden,  and 
various  other  gentlemen  who  had  knowledge  of  what  I 
was;  doing,  promised  me  that  a  settlement  should  take 
place  just  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  excitement  of  the 
hour  had  passed  away.  I  remember  on  one  occasion  Mr. 
Tilden  went  down  to  see  Mr.  Green  with  me,  and  took 
down  the  law  books,  and  showed  Mr.  Green  that  he  had 
authority  to  settle  Mr.  Keyser's  claims  against  the  city. 
They  differed  some  wa}',  and  the  thing  dropped.  Mr, 
Havemeyer,  President  of  onr  Committee  of  Seventy,  was 
also  importuning  Mr.  Green  to  have  the  matter  settled. 
As  I  was  about  to  leave  for  Europe  in  the  spring  of  1873, 
1  made  extraordinary  efforts  in  the  fall  and  winter  before 
to  get  this  thing  arranged.  I  brought  all  the  influence  I 
could  on  Mr.  Geeen  to  get  this  thing  settled.  Mr.  Have- 
meyer, Mr.  Tilden,  Col.  Stebbins,  and  other  gentlemen 
tried  to  assist  me  to  get  this  matter  off  my  hands  before  I 
left.  That  I  failed  you  all  know,  but  I  tliink  Mr.  Green 
will  make  this  statement  if  called  upon.  Immediately 
upon  getting  possession  of  these  books  I  employed  an  expert 
accountant  to  make  out  what  would  l)e  Mr.  Keyser's  claim 
against  the  city.  He  was  at  it  three  weeks.  I  presented 
it  to  the  Comptroller,  saying:  "There  is  my  claim  against 
the  city  for  all  the  work  Mr.  Keyser  has  done,  and  if  you 
have  any  counter-claims,  get  them  up,  so  that  we  can  have 
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them  adjusted.  1  did  this  within  four  weeks,  I  think, 
certainly  within  six  weeks,  after  getting  possession  of  those 
books.  That  account  showed  that  the  city  owed  Mr.  Key- 
ser,  I  think,  about  $218,000,  not  giving  them  credit  for 
the  raised  bills.  Those  I  could  not,  of  course,  get  at.  The 
accoimtant  who  made  out  this  claim  from  Mr.  Keyser's 
books  was  a  Mr.  J.  Graburn.  I  don't  know  his  address. 
I  haven't  seen  him  since.  I  never  saw  him  before  I  hired 
him.  I  think  he  was  one  of  the  young  men  engaged 
in  Kevser'fi  stove  works.  At  all  events,  he  was  about 
there.     He  was  a  very  good  bookkeeper,  1  think. 

Q,  Did  his  claim  of  $28,000  take  into  consideration 
the  raised  bill? 

A,  All  he  then  admitted  having  received. 

Q.  lie  claimed  those  other  vouchei's  were  forgeries? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  But  he  admitted  here  that  they  were  all  signed 
under  a  power  of  attorney  which  he  gave  to  Wood- 
ward? 

A,  It  may  be  so.  He  never  said  so  in  my  presence. 
Now,  in  regard  to  these  mortgages  which  I  have  taken. 
After  holding  this  money  for  a  long  time  while  making 
these  repeated  efforts  to  get  a  settlement,  and  failing  to  do 
80,  I  tried  to  get  the  city  to  sue  Mr.  Keyser,  because  my 
counsel  told  me  that  was  the  only  way  to  get  the  thing 
done.  Hut  I  never  could  get  it  done.  No  suit 
was  ever  commenced.  I  even  asked  the  lawyers 
whether  we  could  not  commence  a  suit,  and  tliey 
said  that  would  not  be  so  legitimate.  A  few  daya 
before  I  went  to  Europe  in  1873  I  was  very  desirous  of 
getting  rid  of  it,  and  asked  Gen.  Barlo^v  if  I  couldn't 
throw  the  thing  up;  and  he  said:  *' No,  the  proper  way 
would  be  to  apply  to  the  Court  for  relief."     It  was  then 
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three  or  four  days  before  my  going  to  Europe,  which  I 
did  on  April  16th,  1«73. 

Q,  Was  the  trust  fund  at  that  time  intact  ? 

A,  Gen.  Barlow  wrote  me  a  letter 

Q.  Excuse.  Was  the  trust  fund  intact  when  you  had 
that  conversation  with  Gen.  Barlow  ? 

A,  (Hesitatingly) — I  think  I  hadn't  loaned  any  of  it  to 
Mr.  Eeyser  at  that  time. 

Q.  Ptefer  to  your  first  loan  and  see  when  it  was  made! 

A.  (After  reference  to  memoranda) — ^It  was  April  29, 
1872,  that  the  first  loan  was  made. 

Q.  When  was  the  last  money  received  by  you  from 
those  collections  which  made  up  the  trust  fund  ? 

A.  (After  another  reference) — September  25,  1872. 

Q.  Then  before  you  completed  receiving  the  trust  ftmd 
you  besjan  loaning  it  back  to  Mr.  Keyser  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  that's  trne.  Gen.  Barlow  wrote  mo  the  letter 
which  he  read  you  the  day  before  I  sailed.  1  have  no 
recollection  of  reading  it,  but  1  didn't  need  it  to  inform 
me  that  a  trustee  should  not  loan  money  on  leasehold  prop- 
erty, second  mortgages,  or  other  doubtful  security.  But,  as 
it  appeared  to  me,  I  had  a  diflicult  role  to  play.  I  had  to 
maintain  Mr.  Keyser  in  his  status  as  a  citizen  and  a  man, 
to  keep  him  up,  and  at  the  same  time  secure  the  city  as 
far  as  I  could  for  any  money  1  could  gather  from  his  es- 
tate. It  was  a  subject  of  conversation  between  us  for  a 
long  time,  how  1  could  help  him.  He  presented  me  with 
a  list  of  his  real  estate,  and  before  I  left  for  Europe  I 
selected  out  the  property  I'd  take  the  second  mortgages 
on  a!id  which  I  deemed  secure.  On  the  Strangers'  Hos- 
pital, for  instance,  there  was  a  tnortgage  of  $20,000.  I 
made  an  examination  of  it,  and  determined  it  was  worth 
$80,000  as  hospital  property,  and  for  other  uses  $60,000, 


793 


I  thought  it  safe,  tlierefore,  to  take  a  second  mortgage 
upon  it.  The  same  thing  applied  in  the  case  of  the 
Strangei-s'  Rest,  on  Pearl  street.  There  was  a  mortgage 
for  $10,000  or  $15,000  on  it,  and  it  was  worth,  in  my 
opinion,  $20,000  or  $25,000.  Both  were  sold  for  the  first 
mortgages. 

Q.   Yon   did   not  tr>'  to  protect  the  second  mortgages  ? 

A,  No ;  1  didn't  bid  them  up.  1  wish  you  to  under- 
stand that  I  proceeded  on  the  theory  that  I  held  claims 
snfficie.it  against  the  city  for  Mr.  Keyser  to  oflFset  that 
amount. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  those  $218,000  claimed  on  the  the- 
ory of  the  forged  vouchei-s  an  oflFset  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir  ;  certainly  1  think  it  is  impossible  for  the 
city  to  show  that  Mr.  Keyser  is  indebted  to  it,  even  al- 
lowing all  the  raised  bills  he  himself  received. 

Q,  But  he  says  under  oath  that  lie  gave  Woodward  a 
power  of  attorney  to  sign  those  vouchei-s  ? 

A.  Well,  t!:at's  new  to  me.  I've  got  to  accept  that  sit- 
uation. He  has  never  before  so  sworn  or  stated  to  my 
knowledge.     He  didn't  at  any  of  the  trials  formerly. 

Q.  What  is  your  idea  of  your  status  regarding  this 
tiust  fund  ? 

A,  I  have  accepted  a  trust  on  behalf  of  the  city  and  of 
Mr.  Keyser,  jointly,  to  do  a  certain  thins?,  which  is  to 
aettle  their  accounts,  and  if  I  find  Mr.  Keyser  is  honestly 
and  fairly  indebted  to  the  city,  beyond  and  above  the 
claims  he  has,  then  this  money  must  be  made  good.  I'm 
not  sure  of  the  legal  aspect  of  the  case,  but  that's  the 
moral  aspect.  I  sluuild  want  to  consult  counsel  about 
that. 

Q.  You  still  hold  that  fund  subject  to  the  same  trust 
that  you  took  it  for? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  fund  is  still  applicable  for  that  purpobe? 

A,  Yes,  sir  ;  to  the  extent  which  I  have  stated. 

Q,  And  to  the  extent  which  the  courts  may  find? 

A .  My  impression  is  that  everythini^  should  be  accounted 
for  a!id  the  business  equitably  settled  as  between  man  and 
man. 

Mr.  Cole — No  pereon  says  otherwise  of  your  intentions, 
Mr.  Shultz. 

A.  Yes  ;  but  the  newspapers  have. 

Q.  Now,  I  want  to  know  precisely  when  you  began  to 
receive  this  money  and  the  amounts  which  you  received 
from  time  to  time  ? 

A.  I  received  November  2,  1871,  from  Andrew  J.  Gar- 
vey  $141   in  settlement  of  his  bill  of  $435  ;  August  2, 
from'  M.  B,  Wilson,  $339.83  ;  November 4,  Menor,  $785.71 
November  9,   from  T.   Farley,  $1,996.59 ;  November  9 
from  A.  Willmann,  $179.83  ;  November  17,  R.  C.  Hutch 
ings,  $1,048.16  ;    November  17,  M.  J.  Farrell,    $31.72 
November  23,  W.  A.  Herring,  $106.19;  December  27,  Wm 
M.  Tweed,  $32,000;  December  28,  W.  E.  King,  $5,000 
and  from  the  same  party,  December  30,  a  three  months' 
note  for  $9,475.97. 

Q,  Was  tliat  paid  on  maturity  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that. 

Q.  It  was  paid  ultimately? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  On  January  11,  1872,  from  Coman, 
$1,479.77 ;  January  11,  William  L.  Edelstein,  $45  ;  Janu- 
ary, 1872,  John  Fox,  $1,335.14;  Peter  B.  Sweeney, 
$299.75  ;  April  22,  R.  B.  Connolly,  $4,575.65 ;  April  22, 
J.  T.  Connolly,  $1,154.51 ;  September  25,  E.  A.  Wood- 
ward, $7,000.  This  is  all  I  have  here.  I  took  two  notes 
in  settlement  of  the  McLean  claim  of  $1,500  each,  which 
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have  since  been  paid,  one  dated  April  1, 1874,  and  the 
other  October  2,  1874. 

Q.  What  was  the  sum  total  that  you  received  ? 

A.  $67,055.39. 

Q,  Please  give  me  tlie  dates  and  the  amounts  that  you 
paid  out  of  this  fund  ? 

A.  I  paid  to  J.  Graburn,  $250  ;  to  Barlow  &  Ohiey  as 
commission  for  collections,  with  interest  for  the  use  of 
the  money,  $4,301.42. 

Q,  Now,  please  give  us  a  list  of  the  money  that  you 
paid  to  Keyser,  with  the  dates? 

A.  April  29,  1872,  $6,000 ;  May  17,  $5,000  ;  June  15, 
$5,000;  June  18,  $1,200;  June  19,  $7,000;  August  2, 
$275  ;  August  8,  $2,500;  April  14,  1873,  $1,000;  April 
24,  $4,000;  May  6,  $5,000;  May  16,  $1,000;  May  23, 
$4,000;  June  7,  $5,000;  July  7,  $5,000;  August  7, 
$5,000:  September  2,  81,000;  September  II,  $1,000; 
September  16,  $3,000  ;  October  11,  $3,600;  October  30, 
$1,200;  November  7,  $1,000;  November  15,  $948.02, 
being  the  balance  of  the  motiey  in  my  hands. 

Q,  Including  interest? 

A.  Yob,  sir;  in  addition  to  the  two  notes  of  $1,500 
^ach  paid  by  McLeatu 

Q.  When  did  you  get  the  notes? 

A.  In  1874,  I  think. 

Q,  When  did  you  go  to  Europe  ? 

A.  On  the  16th  of  April,  1873. 

Q.  Who  made  the  payments  to  Keyser  after  that  ? 

A,  My  partner. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  please  give  me  the  dates  of  the 
mortgages  ? 

A.  June  1,  1872,  $12,000  ;  April  14,  on  the  Pearl 
street  property,   $9,000;  April  14,  1873,    Ninth    street 
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fitables,  $21,000 ;  October  23, 1874,  $7,000  ;  December  6, 

1875,  Second  avenue,  $5,000 ;  May  14,  1872,  Greenpoint 
property,  $5,000 ;  August  20,  1872,  $3,000;  January  19, 

1876,  I  think  the  mortgage  on  the  Greenpoint  property, 
was  $25,000.  Unfortunately  it  was  lost.  In  April  it  was 
all  burned  up.  We  lost  the  insurance  because  Mr.  Key- 
ser  did  not  inform  them  it  was  on  lease-hold  property.  I 
trusted  the  insurance  to  him. 

Q.  Why  did  you  give  back  this  money  to  Mr.  Keyser? 

A.  Because  I  could  not  get  the  Comptroller,  Mr.  Greeu. 
to  settle  the  matter. 

Q.  And  that  was  the  reason  you  gave  Mr.  Keyser  back 
the  money  ? 

A.  I  told  him  that  if  he  could  give  me  reasonable 
security  he  could  have  the  money,  as  I  supposed  it  would 
come  back  to  him  again  at  any  rate. 

Q.  And  that  was  the  reasonable  security  you  got  for  the 
loan  ? 

A.  That  is  the  fact. 

Q,  You  didn't  consider  Mr.  Keyser  a  good  man,  did 
you,  that  you  treated  him  with  such  extraordinary  kind- 
ness? 

A.  1  regarded  Mr.  Keyser  as  a  great  benefactor  to  the 
city,  and  I  have  seen  nothing  but  great  weakness  in  him. 
I  cannot  excuse  his  conduct.  So  far  as  I  know  he  has 
told  the  truth  to  me. 

Q.  You  don't  believe  that  he  raised  his  bills  by  adding 
any  percentage  upon  them  ? 

A,  In  answer  to  that,  I  will  say  that  if  he  has  done  so 
he  was  the  first  one  to  acknowledge  it. 

Q.  His  vouchers  were  the  first  ones  that  were  got? 

A,  He  told  me  that  before  the  vouchers  were  found. 

Q.  Before  the  vouchers  were  found  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So,  being  tlie  first  one  to  acknowledge  his  gnilt,  yoa 
regard  him  as  a  good  man  ? 

A.  I  don't  want  to  discuss  that  question.  I  said  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  I  felt  bound  to  give  the  money 
back  to  him. 

Q.  Did  yon  consider  the  claims  he  had  against  these 
men  to  be  his  only  available  pmperty  ? 

A,  I  thought  so. 

Q,  How  much  do  you  think  he  could  have  raised  on 
these  mortgages  if  he  hadn't  got  the  money  from  you  ? 

A.  Perhaps  $20,000  or  $30,000. 

Q.  So  the  difference  between  $30,000  and  $60,000  was 
the  money  he  got  from  you  that  he  could  not  have  got 
from  any  other  parties  ? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  I  took  an  extraordinary  risk,  but  I 
believed  at  that  time  that  auy  of  the  mortgages,  if  fore- 
closed, would  have  realized  the  amount  loaned  upon  if  ; 
particularly  that  on  the  Strangers'  Hospital.  That  was 
my  judgment.  I  think  that  the  real  estate  would  have 
brought  at  any  time  within  three  months  after  the  mort- 
gages fully  the  amount  loaned  upon  it. 

Q.  Why  was  it  that  these  particular  claims  were  selected  ? 

A,  He  kept  two  classes  of  accounts.  One  he  proposed 
to  set  aside  for  himself,  and  the  other  for  the  city,  and  we 
found  on  inspection  that  he  had  there  large  claims  upon 
some  i)er8ons,  and  we  selected  them. 

Q.  Some  of  them  were  not  large  clainjs  ? 

A.  They  were  in  the  class  we  selected,  and  I  made  the 
suggestion  that  he  should  assign  them.  He  thought  that 
he  could  collect  them  better  himself ;  but  lie  afterwards 
said  that  he  thought  we  could  get  more  out  of  tliem  than 
he  could,  and  he  put  them  in  the  assignment. 
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Q,  You  selected  them  because,  in  your  judgment,  they 
were  fraudulent? 

A.  Xo ;  I  believed  they  were  honest  claims. 

Q.  Fur  their  face? 

A.  I  would  not  like  to  say  that.  Plumbers  bills  are 
very  uncertain  things,  anyhow. 

Q,  As  plumbers' bills  go? 

A.  I  think  they  charged  big  prices,  but  I  think  the 
parties  got  their  money's  worth. 

Q.  lie  had  claims  against  others,  had  he  not? 

A.  7es;  Tweed's  claim  was  $40,000.  On  the  book  it 
was  $80,000. 

Q,  Did  you  think  that  the  real  claim  against  Tweed 
was  $40,000  or  $80,000  ? 

A,  I  supposed  it  was  $80,000.  There  was  a  memoran- 
dum on  the  book,  "  paid,"  in  pencil.  I  found  some  irreg- 
ularities. There  was  a  claim  against  Orison  Blunt 
which  1  never  collected.  1  will  say,  however,  that  I  con- 
sulted Mr.  Keyser  on  that,  and  took  his  view  of  the  case. 

Q,  Was  the  name  of  Orison  Blunt  erased  from  the 
assignment? 

A.  It  was ;  but  I  don't  know  who  erased  it ;  I  only 
know  that  it  was  done. 

Q.  Was  it  in  the  original  assignment?  ^ 

A,  I  think  it  was,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Q,  Is  the  name  erased  in  the  original  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  You  don't   known  whether  that  erasure  was  made 
before  or  after  the  date  of  the  settlement? 
A.  It  seems  to  me  to  have  been  made  after  it. 

Q.  Keyser  testified  concerning  the  bill  there  presented 
that  it  was  collected,  or  some  of  it  ? 
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A,  There  was  no  money  collected  except  from  those 
parties  whose  names  I  have  given  to  3''on. 

Q.  Was  this  trust  fund  kept  separate  as  a  trust  fund  ? 
A,  I  think  not;  I  think  our  firm  took  it,  and  loaned  it 
out  at  7  per  cent,  interest. 

Q,  Now,  one  thing  more  aiid  I  have  done,  I  understood 
you  to  sav  that  von  made  a  numher  of  efforts  to  gret 
Comptroller  Green  to  settle  this  matter  helween  Keyser 
and  the  city,  and  he  would  not  do  it.  Finally,  you  be- 
came convinced  that  no  settlement  would  ever  be  made, 
and  you  determined  to  let  Keyser  have  the  money  back 
again  ? 

A,  My  efforts  for  a  settlement  began  within  four  weeks 
after  I  got  the  assignmont.  I  made  great  efforts  in  the 
case  towards  a  settlement,  but  unsuccessfully,  and  1  be- 
came disgusted  and  wanted  to  give  it  up. 

Q,  IIow  long  was  that  going  on  before  you  became 
disgusted  ? 

A,  Six  months  or  a  vear. 

Q.  The  last  collections  you  made  were  in  1874.  Prior 
to  that  was  one  in  Se])teinl)er,  1873,  but  you  began  to  loan 
him  money  in  large  sums  as  far  back  as  April,  1872.  Now 
you  could  not  have  been  very  hopeless  about  getting  a  set- 
tlement then  ? 

A,  I  communicated  with  Mr.  Green  from  the  very 
start,  but  I  did  not  consult  him  about  the  mortgages  on 
the  property. 

Q,  Was  it  necessary  to  give  Mr.  Keyser  $5,000  a 
month  ? 

A,  I  gave  it  to  him  from  time  to  time,  as  his  business 
required  it. 

Q.  Was  it  necessary  to  give  him  that  much  money  a 
month  ? 
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A,  I  thought  so  at  that  time. 

Q,  Why  did  you  not  think  it  necessary  to  have  some 
regard  for  the  interests  of  the  otiier  cestui  que  trust  1 

A,  I  thought  it  was  necessary  for  us  to  give  Mr.  Keyser 
a  respectable  standing  in  the  community,  and  to  keep  him 
up ;  and  for  that  reason  I  told  him  that  if  he  could  give 
me  any  reasonable  security  I  would  give  the  money  back 
to  him.  I  don't  think  it  necessary  to  explain  to  yon,  as  a 
lawyer,  why  it  w^as  necessary  to  keep  him  in  good  condi- 
tion, and  to  make  him  feel  good.  We  wanted  to  use  him 
as  a  willing  witness,  not  an  unwilling  one. 

Q,  We  found  him  a  most  unwilling  witness. 
A.  Did  you  ? 

Q,  You  were  to  act  as  much  for  Keyser  as  for  the  city 
— the  same  for  both — to  find  out  the  truth  between  them? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  was  it  not  proper  tlien  for  you  to  enforce  his 
claims  against  the  city  if  you  thought  he  had  any  ? 

A,  He  consulted  his  lawyers,  and  they  said  it  was  not 
proper  for  him  to  sue  the  city — that  the  city  should  sue 
Keyser  ? 

Q,  But  if  the  city  owed  him  money ! 
A.  He  was  told  that  that  was  not  the  proper  proceeding, 
but  that  they  should  sue  him. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — I  will  ask  you  but  one 
question,  Mr.  Shultz.  If,  hereafter,  it  shall  appear  upon 
accounting  between  Mr.  Keyser  and  the  city  that  Mr. 
Keyser  is  justly  indebted  to  the  city  for  an  amount  equal 
to  the  amount  that  came  into  your  hands  this  trust,  and  it 
shall  be  determined  that  those  investments  which  you 
made  were  valueless  and  illegal,  are  you  of  sufficient  finan- 
cial responsibility  to  make  good  that  sum  to  the  city  ? 
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A.  I  don't  think  that  question  is  quite  a  fair  one,  but  I 
shall  answer  it. 

Q.  I  want  to  place  you  in  a  proper  light? 

A,  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  respond  to  any  requirement 
of  that  nature.  I  think  at  the  proper  time  it  will  be  re- 
sponded to. 

Q.  My  intention  in  asking  the  question  is  to  know  if 
you  are  in  a  position  to  do  the  city  justice? 

A,  If  I  am  legally  liable  for  the  amount  collected  I 
think  the  city  will  get  it.  That  is  my  impression,  but  I 
don't  think  I  want  to  pay  it  over  this  afternoon. 

Tlio  Committee  then  adjourned  to  7th  inst. 


TWENTY-NINTH  DAY. 


Thursday,  December  6,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

*'  Cowing, 

"  Slbvin. 

The  Committee  met  to-day  at  2  o'clock  p.  m.,  pursuant 
to  adjournment. 

There  being  no  witnesses  in  attendance,  no  testimony 
was  takcT)  to-day. 

51 
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Alderman  Lkwis,  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  made 
the  following  statement : 

In  a  matter  now  pendinir  before  the  honorable  Supreme 
Court,  one  of  the  justices  expressed  a  doubt  as  to  the  ob- 
ject of  tliis  Committee  of  Investigation.  With  all  due 
respect  for  the  Court  and  His  Honor  the  Jndge  referred 
to,  I  desire  to  say,  on  behalf  of  this  Conunittee,  that  the 
object  was,  and  is,  to  ascertain  why,  with  the  great  outlay 
expended  by  the  city,  so  small  an  amount  has  been  recov- 
ered of  the  $50,000,000  estimated  to  have  beeti  dishon- 
estly taken  by  the  so-called  fweed  Ring,  and  the  conspi- 
rators allowed  to  go  unpunished.  Some  of  the  principals 
in  this  great  fraud  declare  under  oatli  that  their  share  of 
the  amount  so  stolen  has  been  frittered  away  and  lost  in 
speculations,  the  losses  commencing  eighteen  months  after 
the  frauds  were  discovered  and  w-hile  the  State  authorities 
^vere  endeavoring  to  bring  the  culprits  to  justice.  We, 
as  a  Committee  appointed  by  the  direct  representatives  of 
the  )>eople  of  this  city,  deemed  it  our  duty  to  ascertain  if 
every  measure  had  been  adopted  that  might  bring  to  punish- 
ment tlie  men  who  have  so  outrageously  robbed  its  citizens 
and  secure  such  assets  for  the  people  as  may  still  remain 
under  the  control  of  the  members  of  Tweed  Riiiff.  And 
we  feel  assured,  that  when  the  evidence  adduced  before 
us  is  analyzed,  it  will  enable  us  to  report  a  state  of  facts 
concerning  this  matter  that  will  show  that  the  piincipal 
leaders  in  this  wicked  conspiracy  have  so  far  e8cai>ed  the 
punishment  tiiey  so  richly  deserve,  and  the  city  has  ac- 
quired a  very  small  proportion  of  the  atnount  stoltMi, 
while  large  lawyers'  fees  have  been  paid  and  members  of 
the  Ring  protected,  who,  in  our  judgment,  should  have 
received  punishment.     No  full  statement  of  these  frauds 
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had  ever  been  furnished  to  the  people  of  this  city,  and 
facts  are  now  obtained  which  in  all  probability  would  not 
have  been  made  public  unless  obtained  by  this  investiga- 
tion. The  Committee  consider  this  explanation  due  to  the 
people  of  this  city,  and  hope  that  it  will  also  serve  to 
enlighten  the  honorable  the  Judge  referred  to  above. 

After  this  statement  had  been  made,  the  Committee 
adjourned  until  next  Wednesday  morning  at  eleven 
o'clock. 


THIRTIETH   DAY. 


Decembek  12, 1877. 
Present — Alderman  Lewis. 

Wheeleb  n.  Peokham  was  called,  and  having  been  duly 
sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Q,  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Mr.  Peckhatn,  you  have  been  con- 
nected with  what  is  known  as  the  "Ring  "  suits  almost  from 
the  beginning  or  quite  so — have  you  not? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  State  to  the  Committee  when  and  under  what  circum- 
stances you  first  became  connected  with  those  suits  ? 

A.  I  was  employed  by  Mr.  Charles  O'Conor,  in  1871, 
in  the  fall,  to  assist  him  in  the  prosecution  of   the  suits 
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which  he  then  proposed  to  commence.     Mr.  O'Conor  wae 
acting  under  the  authority  of  the  Attorney  General. 

Q,  He  was  acting  for  the  Attorney  Genetal,  and  em- 
ployed you  and  other  counsel  to  assist  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  Judge  Emott,  William  M.  Evarts  and 
myself. 

Q.  That  was  soon  after  the  exposure  of  the  "  Ring,'' 
and  before  any  actioTi  had  been  taken  with  regard  to  any 
of  the  persons  who  composed  it — was  it  not  ? 

A.  There  was  some  little  action  taken  by  independent 
parties  prior  to  that.  There  was  a  bill  filed  by  Mr.  Foley. 
The  Con^mittee  of  Seventy  aiid  the  special  committee 
which  was  called  the  Committee  on  Remedies,  had  em- 
ployed as  counsel  General  Barlow,  Mr.  Lawrence,  Mr, 
Barrett  and  uiyself.  We  commenced  suit  and  proceeded 
so  far  as  to  serve  a  summons  on  Ingersoll ;  and  we  got  an 
order  for  his  examination.  The  order  was  granted,  but 
witl>  a  stay  until  heard  on  appeal  at  the  General  Term. 
•  Q,  You  are  familiar,  then,  with  all  the  suits  that  have 
been  begun  against  the  members  of  the  Ring? 

A.  I  am  familiar  with  all  those  suits  in  which  I  was 
employed ;  but  that  was  all  that  was  done  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Seventy,  and  it  amounted  to  nothing.  There 
have  been  a  great  many  suits  with  which  I  have  had 
notlnng  to  do. 

Q,  The  testimony  taken  before  this  Committee  shows 
that  there  were  engaged  in  the  Ring  frauds  the  following 
pereons  who  occupied  official  positions  under  the  city  or 
county  government,  viz :  William  M.  Tweed,  Commission- 
er of  Public  Works;  R.  B.  Coimolly,  Comptroller;  Peter 
B.  Sweeney,  City  Chamberlain;  A.  Oakey  llall,  Mayor; 
E.  A.  Woodward,  Clerk  of  the  Board  (»f  Supervisors ; 
and  James  Watson,  County  Treasurer;  and  the  following 
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persons  who  held  no  official  positions :  James  6.  Ingersoll, 
Andrew  Garvey,  John  H.  Keyser,  George  S.  Miller,  and 
Hugh  Smith.  Will  you  please  tell  the  Committee  what 
proceedings,  if  any,  have  been  taken  against  each  of  those 
persons,  and  what  is  the  present  condition  of  such  suits? 

A.  To  begin  with  William  M.  Tweed.  The  first 
suit  against  him  was  brought  in  the  fall  of  1871.  It  was 
brought  under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Charles  O'Conor,  and 
the  £^entlemen  assisting  him,  and  also  with  the  informal 
assistance  of  Governor  Tilden.  That  was  commenced 
against  Tweed,  and  he  was  held  to  bail  in  a  million  of 
dollars.  It  was  heard  on  a  motion  to  vacate  the  order  of 
arrest,  and  also  on  demurrer  at  Special  and  General  Term. 
There  was  a  vast  quantity  of  proceedings  in  it,  and  the  final 
result  of  the  case  was  that  the  Court  of  Appeals  held  that 
an  action  of  that  character  could  not  be  sustained.  It 
was,  thereupon,  discontinued  in  the  spring  of  1875 ;  another 
action  was  begun  against  him  at  the  same  time  that  the 
other  was  discontinued  and  he  was  held  to  bail  in  three  or 
four  millions  of  dollars.  That  action  proceeded  to  trial  in 
the  spring  of  1876,  and  resulted  in  a  judgment  against 
him  for  the  amount  wo  claimed  to  recover.  There  was 
also  a  suit  commenced  against  R.  13.  Connolly  at  the 
same  time  in  1871.  I  ought  to  state,  perhaps,  that  the 
suit  against  him  was  commenced  by  Mr.  O'Conor  and 
myself  alone,  none  of  the  other  counsel  knowing  anything 
of  it.  Connolly  gave  bail  and  disappeared,  and  that  is 
the  last  that  has  been  seen  of  him.  His  bail  bond  was 
reduced  to  $500,000  by  order  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Q,  What  Judge  granted  that  order? 

A,  My  impression  is  that  it  was  Judge  Learned  of  Al- 
bany. 

Q,  Do  you  know  what  became  of  his  bail  bond  ? 
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A,  No ;  1  dou't  know  what  became  of  it,  bat  speaking 
from  my  knowledge  of  the  routine  in  such  things,  I  suppose 
it  was  filed.  That  suit  was  discontinued  in  the  same  way 
and  for  the  same  reason  as  that  of  Tweed.  There  was 
another  suit  commenced  against  Connolly  at  the  same 
time,  in  the  spring  of  1875.  No  ;  I  don't  think  it  was  at 
the  same  time,  but  it  was  under  the  act  that  was  passed 
in  1S75.  That  suit  was  tried  within  the  last  few  weeks. 
He  did  not  defend  it,  and  judgment  was  rendered  against 
him. 

As  to  Peter  B.  Sweeney,  no  proceedings  were  ever 
taken  against  him  until  the  spring  or  summer  of  1875. 
There  was  no  evidence  on  which  a  suit  could  be  maintained 
— no  sufficient  legal  evidence  until  1875,  when  an  action 
was  brought  against  him  and  his  property  attached.  That 
suit  was  prepared  for  tiial  and  was  ready  for  trial  last 
summer,  when  arrangements  were  made  by  which  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  money  was  agreed  to  be  given  to  the  city, 
and  the  case  was  not  tried. 

Q,  The  trouble  in  the  Sweeney  case  was  that  you  could 
not  trace  payments  of  money  directly  to  him  ? 

A.  No,  not  exactly  that,  not  altogether  that;  it  was 
briefl}^  this  :  He  was  not  a  public  officer  and  held  no  such 
relation  to  the  proceedings  on  which  these  things  were 
founded  as  the  others  did ;  he  was  not  within  the  purview 
of  the  statute,  as  his  name  could  not  be  found  on  a  single 
piece  of  paper;  and  there  was  no  way  of  establishing  hi& 
connection  with  the  frauds ;  the  only  way  by  which 
we  could  do  that  affirmatively  was  by  the  evidence  of 
IngeraoU. 

As  to  Oakey  Hall,  there  never  was  any  civil  pro- 
ceeding commenced  against  him,  to  my  knowledge ;  1 
have  heard  that  there  was  a  summons  served  upon  him  by 
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direction  f)f  himself,  in  1871,  by  the  then  Corporation 
Counsel.  That  was  no  proceeding  of  mine,  or  any  one 
that  I  had  anything  to  do  with.  I  was  directed  at  one 
time  to  prepare  a  complaint  against  Hall ;  I  think  when 
Attorney  General  Barlow  was  in  office,  and  I  think  I  did 
prepare  it,  bnt  nothing  was  ever  done  with  it. 

E.  A.  Woodward  dipappeared  very  early  in  these  trans- 
actions. He  was  souglit  for  with  a  great  deal  of  energy, 
but  could  not  I)e  caught.  We  had  more  or  less  negotia 
tions  with  parties  whx)  assumed  to  appear  for  him,  and 
claimed  to  represent  him,  suggesting  that  he  might  be  used 
as  a  witness  in  the  early  trials  of  the  *'  Ring  "  suits  ;  but 
nothing  was  ever  done  until  he  was  arrested  in  Chicago  in 
the  fall  of  187G.  The  first  thing  I  knew  or  heard  of  it 
was  some  one  telegraphing  to  me  at  my  house,  in  the  mid- 
dle of  the  night,  asking  me  wliat  reward  there  was  for  the 
capture  of  E.  A.  Woodward.  lie  was  brought  here  and  a 
suit  was  i^ommenced  against  him.  Negotiations  were  com- 
menced for  his  paying  over  some  money  and  his  giving 
such  evidence  as  he  could  in  the  *'  Ring  suits,"  then  pend- 
ing. These  negotiations  resulted  in  his  paying  $155,000 
in  December  last — $105,000  in  cash  and  $50,000  in  a  note 
which  was  deposited  by  the  Attorney  General  in  the  Union 
Trust  Company,  and  which  was  paid. 

Q,  Have  you  any  recollection  when  that  note  was  paid? 
A,  It  was  paid  when  it  fell  due.     1  think  six  months 
after  its  date. 

Q,  That  was  some  time  in  July  last  ? 
A.  Yes ;  in  July. 

Q.  In  what  Trust  Company  was  it  deposited? 
A,  The  Union  Trust  Company  of  New  York.     It  was 
deposited  there  by  the  Attorney  General. 
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Q.  And  the  $100,000  was  paid  to  the  Attorney- 
General  ? 

A.  You  may  say  that  it  was  $105,000.  The  history  of 
the  transaction  was  this :  We  had  been  negotiating  for 
eome  time  and  had  finally  got  Woodward  up  to  $150,000 
when  I  went  to  the  Attorney-General  and  told  him  that 
1  thought  that  was  about  all  we  could  get,  but  that  I 
might  be  able  to  get  enough  more  than  the  $150,000  to 
pay  my  charges ;  that  I  should  charge  $5,000  for  my 
services,  and  that  I  thought  I  might  make  Woodward  pay 
enough  more  to  cover  it.  He  said  that  he  would  like  me 
to  do  so  if  I  could ;  I  then  succeeded  in  inducing  those 
who  were  acting  for  Woodward  to  agree  to  pay  $15"»,000, 
so  that  the  Attorney  General  might  pay  me  $5,000  and 
pay  over  to  the  city  $150,000  net.  Tlie  letters  which  I 
inolosed  you  between  the  Attorney  General  and  myself 
in  my  letter  to  you  of  the  8d  instant  explain  the  facts. 

Q.  The  $50,000  was  paid  by  note  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was  cashed  at  maturity.  There  was  consider- 
able security  given  for  the  note,  on  real  estate  in  Connecti- 
cut. There  was  also  some  personal  security  of  indoi-sers. 
The  Attorney  General  assented  to  the  arrangement. 

Q.  At  the  time  that  the  arrangement  with  Woodward 
was  entered  into,  did  he  make  any  statement  of  his  prop- 
erty or  effects,  either  personally  or  by  counsel  ? 

A.  His  counsel  presented  nie  an  account  of  the  real 
estate  that  he  had  in  Connecticut.  There  were  some 
mortgages  also,  which  they  said  that  he  had,  besides  some 
other  property  which  was  not  available,  as  it  depended  on 
contingencies — property  which  Woodward  himself  might 
or  might  not  be  able  to  turn  to  account  1  actually  knew 
that  the  man  was  not  giving  over  the  last  dollar  he  had  In 
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the  world,  but  I  did  suppose  that  I  got  all  the  available 
property  that  was  to  be  found. 

Q.  What  did  his  counsel  represent  to  be  the  entire  value 
of  his  property  ? 

A,  I  don't  i-emember  what  valuation  they  put  upon  it, 
but  I  thought  it  was  valued  higher  than  it  was  worth.  I 
took  a  lien  upon  it,  but  afterwards  I  preferred  to  take 
$50,000  rather  than  the  property  itself.  So  far  as  I  could 
see  from  all  I  learned  and  from  the  report  of  the  gentle- 
man I  sent  up  there,  we  got  about  $100,000  more  than  we 
could  have  gotten  by  proceeding  against  his  real  estate. 

Q.  Against  his  real  estate  if 

A,  Yes,  and  the  mortgages.  There  was  something  else 
which  Ills  personal  attention  might  make  available,  but  1 
considered  that  if  he  gave  the  sum  named,  that  that,  to- 
gether with  the  testimony  which  he  would  be  able  to  give, 
which  was  an  important  consideration,  was  the  most  that 
we  could  realize. 

Q,  At  that  time,  was  it  considered  necessary  that  Wood- 
ward should  be  used  as  a  witness  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir,  because  the  cases  of  Sweeney  and  Connolly 
were  pending,  and  we  did  not  know  what  turn  affairs 
might  take.  I  also  understood  that  he  would  be  a  valu- 
able  witness  in  a  ijreat  manv  suits  of  which  I  knew 
nothing. 

Q,  With  regard  to  those  negotiations  with  Woodward, 
who  were  the  parties  who  acted  for  the  people  besides 
yourself  ? 

A.  The  negotiations,  1  think,  were  commenced  between 
Mr.  Townsend  and  Mr.  O'Conor.  Mr.  Townsend  for 
Woodward,  and  Mr.  OX/onor  for  the  city.  About  the 
middle  of  December  Mr.  O' Conor  retired  from  the  case. 
I  remember  his  referring  to  the  W(X)dward  case,  with  a 


810 


suggestion  to  get  as  much  as  we  possibly  could.  Exclusive 
of  that,  there  was  no  one  connected  with  the  negotiations 
except  myself.  I  consulted  the  Corporation  Counsel,  and 
the  Attorney  General,  but  the  direct  action,  you  will 
undei-stand,  was  independent  of  them.  I  did  not  want  to 
have  the  officials  brought  in  or  mixed  up  with  the  negoti- 
ations then  pending. 

Q.  The  idea  was  not  to  have  it  appear  that  the  People 
had  entered  into  an  '*  accord  and  satisfaction  "  in  either  of 
those  cases. 

A.  Yes ;  what  1  proposed  to  do  was  that  I  should  col- 
lect whatever  amount  I  could,  as  far  as  1  was  concerned, 
and  then  that  we  would  not  do  anything  further  in  the 
case.  The  Corporation  Counsel  and  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral knew  of  it,  and  ratified  it,  or  rather  authorized  my 
action  in  that  way. 

Q,  Now,  we  will  take  up  Watson't?  case  i! 

A,  Watson  was  dead  when  the  proceedings  were  com- 
menced, and  a  suit  was  instituted  against  his  real  estate. 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  negotiation.  Finally,  we  got 
a  judgment.  The  Surrogate  afterwards  made  a  decree 
directing  that  a  check  should  be  issued  by  the  United 
States  Trust  C(;mpany,  in  payment  of  the  judgment.  In 
1875  the  action  was  connnenced  and  a  great  deal  of  nego- 
tiation had.  Finally  we  got  a  judgment  for  some  $648,- 
000.  We  realized  $590,000,  which  we  paid  to  the  Attor- 
ney General. 

Q,  Can  you  tell  at  what  time  the  Attorney  General 
might  have  drawn  that  money  from  the  United  States 
Trust  Company.  It  laid  there  for  some  time  after  the 
judgment  was  entered  ? 

A,  He  never  had  any  power  to  draw  it  from  the  United 
States  Trust  Company.     The  decree  was  entered  in  the 
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SuiTO^te's  Court,  by  which  the  United  States  Trust  Com- 
pany was  to  draw  a  check  to  the  order  of  the  State  Treas- 
urer. That  was  found  to  be  an  inconvenient  proceeding, 
requiring  a  law  to  get  it  from  the  State  Treasurer,  and 
we  had  the  decree  corrected  so  that  they  were  directed  to 
pay  the  money  to  the  order  of  the  Attorney  General. 
That  check  was  delivered  to  me  and  I  sent  it,  I  presume, 
on  the  same  day  to  the  Attorney  General. 

Q.  That  was  a  certificate  of  deposit,  was  it? 

A,  My  memory  is  that  it  was  a  check  by  the  United 
States  Trust  Company,  on  some  bank.     It  was  a  check. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  fix  the  time  at  which  that  money 
ought  to  have  begun  to  earn  interest  ? 

A,  All  that  I  can  tell  you  ie,  that  if  yon  look  at  the  de- 
cree you  will  see  the  date  thereof.  The  money  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Attorney  General  within  a  few  days  after  it 
had  been  so  ordered — within  a  week  or  so.  Of  course  T 
could  tell  you  the  exact  time  by  looking  at  my  letter  book. 

Q,  Why  was  it  that  the  suit  was  settled  for  a  much 
smaller  amount  than  the  amount  of  the  judgment? 

A,  The  judgment  was  for  about  $648,000,  and  the 
amount  realized  by  the  city  was  $590,000  — a  difference 
of  $50,000  or  $60,000.  There  was  an  understanding  that 
if  the  Surrogate  decreed  that  a  certain  amount  of  the 
money  should  be  applied  to  tne  payment  of  taxes  and 
some  other  expenses  we  would  make  no  active  opposition. 
The  Surrogate's  Court  did  so  order. 

Q.  It  was,  then,  a  decreo  of  the  Surrogate  which  pro- 
vided that  the  judgment  for  $64O,o00  should  be  settled  for 
the  sum  of  $500,000  ? 

A.  The  decree  stated  what  amount  of  the  funds  in  the 
hands  o*^  the  Trust  Company  should  be  appHcd  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  judgment. 
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Q,  The   decree  shows  what  disposition   was   made  of 
it? 

A,  Yes,  sir.. 
i^Q-  That  ends  the  lists  of  officials. — Now  we  will  take 
up  the  private  persons? 

A.  As  to  Ingkksoll — As  I  said  before  he  was  the  one 
that  was  sued  independently.  That  was  very  soon  ended. 
It  did  not  amount  to  anything.  In  the  civil  proceedings 
process  was  served  upon  him.  He  ran  away.  He  came 
back  under  the  safe-conduct  of  the  authorities  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  he  would  be  of  service  to  us  as  a  witness, 
and  after  ho  had  told  us  what  he  knew  we  would  see 
whether  we  would  use  him  as  a  witness,  or  would  give 
him  a  certain  length  of  ti]ne — to  disappear  again — so  that 
he  might  place  himself  in  the  same  position  as  before  he 
came.  Ingersoll  came  here,  and  I  remember  I  saw  him ; 
I  think  more  than  once.  I  think  some  othei*s  saw  him 
also.  The  impression  he  produced  on  me  was  that  he 
was  not  telling  all  he  could.  The  result  was  that  we  would 
not  accept  him  as  a  witness,  and  he  was  warned  to  look 
out  for  himself.  After  the  specitied  time  had  elapsed,  we 
looked  out  for  him  and  had  him  arrested.  A  civil  suit  was 
commenced  against  him  and  he  was  held  lo  bail.  I  don't 
know  whether  it  was  lixedat  a  million  of  dollars  or  not. 
It  might  be  put  at  half  a  million — and  he  was  soon  after- 
wards tried  on  the  indictment.  I  tried  the  indictment, 
and  he  was  sent  to  the  State  Prison.  In  the  civil  suit 
against  him  the  Court  of  Appeals  held  that  it  could  not 
be  maintained.  When  he  was  in  the  State  Prison,  some- 
body came  to  me  and  told  ine  that  he  was  very  ready  to 
say  everything  he  could,  and  that  he  would  be  a  very  val- 
uable witness.  The  same  thing  was  also  told  to  Mr. 
O'Conor,  and  at   the   request  of  some  gentleman,  eithei 
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Mr.  O'Conor  or  Mr.  Tilden,  I  cannot  remember  which,  1 
went  to  Anburn  and  saw  him  there.  One,  evening,  some 
some  time  afterwards,  I  received  a  note  from  Mr. 
(yConor,  saying  tJiat  IngersolPs  testimony  was  necessary 
to  the  completion  of  the  evidence  wliich  lie  was  preparing 
in  the  suits  against  Tweed  and  Sweeney,  under  the  act  of 
1875.  I  sent  that  note  or  its  substance  to  the  Governor^ 
and  IngersoU  was  pardoned.  He  came  here  and  testified, 
and  professed  himself  ready  to  do  anything  he  could  in 
the  prosecution  of  those  suits.  With  possibly  one  or  two 
exceptions,  he  has  told  everything  he  knew,  and  has  since 
been  a  prompt  witness  when  called  upon.  No  civil  action 
was  ever  afterwards  commenced  against  him. 

Q.  Why  was  that  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say.  I  never  had  any  instructions  to 
commence  an  action  against  him.  I  know  in  a  general 
way  that  Mr.  O'Conor  advised  against  any  action  being 
taken  against  him.  He  did  not  bring  any  such  action. 
You  cannot  sue  a  man  and  use  him  as  a  witness  at  the 
same  time. 

Q,  That  exhausts  him.     Now,  as  to  Garvey  ? 

A.  Garvky  ran  away  at  the  start  and  could  not  be  found 
when  proceedings  were  commenced.  Afterward  negotia- 
tions were  commenced  between  Mrs.  Garvey  and  Mr. 
O'Conor,  and  afterwards  with  Garvey  himself ;  and  the 
result  was  that  he  came  back  some  time  afterwards.  I 
saw  him  and  examined  him.  I  used  him  as  a  witness 
upon  the  trial  of  Mayor  Hall,  and  on  pretty  much  all  the 
trials  we  have  had  since.  Garvey  has  proved  himself  a 
very  valuable  witness.  His  statements  have  been  very 
reliable  and  he  has  been  very  thorough  and  active  in  doing 
what  he  could  in  filling  the  role  that  he  undertook.  No 
civil  action  was  commenced  against  him. 
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Q.  And  for  the  same  reason  ? 

^1.  Yes,  fio  far  as  I  was  concerned,  I  liad  no  instructions, 
and  had  I  been  instructed  I  should  have  declined  acting, 
for  the  reason  that  I  could  not  commence  an  action  against 
a  man  after  talking  freely  with  him  and  being  admitted 
to  his  confidence,  unless  I  was  satisfied  that  he  was 
deceiving;  »ne. 

Q,  Now,  as  legards  Keyr^er  'i 

A.  Kkyskr  was  the  first  man  I  knew  of  to  make  a  break. 
I  did  not  see  much  of  him  or  have  much  to  do  with  him. 
He  acted  more  directly  w^ith  Mr.  Shultz  and  General 
Barlow.  They  saw  him.  1  remember  going  one  time  in 
the  early  part  of  these  transactions  to  the  Court  house  to 
examine  these  warrants.  General  Barlow  was  there,  and 
Mr.  Earl,  I  think,  was  there  on  the  part  of  the  Comptroller. 
We  examined  the  warrants,  and  Keyser  pointed  out  some 
that  he  said  were  forgeries.  A  day  or  so  afterwards  I 
was  sitting  in  the  Comptroller's  office  talking  to  Mr. 
Green,  who  was  Deputy  Comptroller.  Mr.  Tilden  came 
in.  He  was  not  Governor  then.  Tlie  question  arose  as 
to  the  liability  of  the  Broadway  Bank  for  the  payment  of 
the  warrants  which  Keyser  said  were  forgeries.  We  cr»u- 
cluded  to  send  for  Mr.  Palmer,  who  was  President  of  the 
Bank,  and  this  phase  of  the  case  was  placed  before  him. 
lie  seemed  to  be  quite  surprised  and  offered  every  facility 
to  examine  into  the  bank  accounts  and  to  place  the  books 
at  our  dis|)osal  for  that  purpose.  Governor  Tilden  ofl:*ered 
to  make  the  examination,  and  that  was  the  first  evidence 
of  a  clear  character  that  we  obtained.  Keyser  has  been 
a  witness  ever  since,  and  I  have  examined  him  in  a  great 
many  cases. 

Q,  Have  you  found  him  an  accurate  and  valuable 
witness  ? 
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A.  lie  was  a  very  valuable  witness.  He  is  a  curious 
sort  of  compound.  Keyser  wanted  to  have  it  appear  that 
he  was  a  very  good  man  all  through,  and  had  been  in  some 
way  mistaken.  Garvey  admitted  that  he  was  wrong ; 
whereas  Keyser  would  never  admit  that,  but  was  always 
inclined  to  say  that  he  had  been  misled.  I  don't  think 
that  he  ever  intended  to  deceive  us.  He  was  not  quite  so 
prompt  on  the  witness  stand  as  I  was  led  to  suppose  that 
he  would  be  when  1  talked  to  him.  Keyser  waJs  mistaken 
about  a  great  many  things.  In  regard  to  his  warrants 
which  he  said  were  forged,  it  now  appears  that  he  either 
indorsed  them  himself  or  allowed  Woodward  to  do  so  for 
him.  Except  errors  and  mistakes  of  that  kind,  I  have 
never  seen  anvthincr  that  made  me  believe  he  was  unfair, 
or  intended  to  deceive  me.  He  is  not  quite  so  firm  as  we 
could  desire,  owing,  perhaps  to  the  idiosyncrasy  of  the 
man. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  his  assertion  —that  the 
indorsement  of  these  warrants  were  forgeries?  That  was 
the  basis  of  his  whole  development,  was  it  not  ? 

A,  Well,  if  his  statements  as  to  those  indorsements  had 
been  true,  a  case  could  liave  been  made  out  against 
Woodward  for  forgery. 

Q.  And  against  the  Broadway  Bank? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  a  civil  liability. 

Q.  But  if  his  statement  as  to  these  indorsements 
was  false,  it  necessarilv  was  useless  for  either  of  those 
purposes? 

A.  Obviously. 

Q,  Do  you  know  any  thing  about  the  assignment  made 
by  Keyser  to  Shultz? 

A.  I  have  heard  of  it.  1  do  not  think  that  I  ever  saw 
it,  except  at  the  last  trial  against  Tweed. 
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Q.  Did  you  hear  of  it  when  it  waR  made  ? 

A,  I  mav  have,  bnt  I  don't  think  that  I  ever  heard  of 
it  when  it  was  in  contemplation. 

Q,  The  testimony  taken  before  this  Committee  indi- 
cates very  clearly  that  the  claims  that  were  assigned  by 
Kevser  to  Shultz  under  the  deed  of  trust  were  claims 
which  he  never  intended  to  present  or  collect ;  did  you 
know  anything  about  that  at  the  time  ? 

A.  I  did  not  at  the  time  nor  before  your  examination 
of  him  beiOre  this  Committee,  I  think ;  but  whether 
I  did  or  not  I  do  not  know.  It  is  possible  I  might 
have.     I  don't  remember  anything  about  it. 

Q,  As  to  Keyser,  there  was  no  action,  either  civil  or 
criminal,  instituted  against  him  ? 

A,  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q,  The  next  man  is  J.  Mc Bride  Davidson  ? 

A.  No  proceedings  were  ever  commenced  against  him* 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  ? 

A.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  because  I  was  never  in- 
structed to  take  any  proceedings  against  him. 

Q:  Was  he  used  as  a  witness  ? 

A,  Yes ;  and  his  testimony  was  to  the  effect  that  his 
bills  were  rendered  fairly,  but  that  they  had  been  raised 
afterwards.  When  he  was  being  paid  he  was  called  upon 
to  indorse  the  warrants,  which  he  did  without  seeing  the 
face  of  the  warrants.  He  was  a  witness  in  the  civil 
trial  against  Tweed,  and  he  was  the  king-bolt  in  the  trial 
of  Genet,  who  could  not  have  been  convicted  without  his 
testimonv. 

ft' 

Q,  It  is  shown  in  all  these  trials  that  he  knew  of  these 
frauds  and  was  a  party  to  them  to  the  extent  of  indors- 
ing the  fraudulent  warrants  ? 

A.  You  can  draw  your  own  inference  from  the  facts. 
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He  presented  his  bills,  and  his  charges  were  extremely 
liberal ;  and  when  he  was  paid  his  bills  he  was  paid  in  that 
way.     You  can  draw  the  same  inference  that  I  can. 

Q.  He  made  an  assignment  to  his  partners,  did  he  not? 
A,  I  never  heard  of  any  assignment  that   he   made  to 
anybody.     He  may  have  done  so  for  all  I  know. 

Q.  You  liave  no  knowledge  of  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  There  was  a  suit  pending  between  his 
partners  and  hiniself,  which  is  still  pending  in  Albany. 
In  the  course  of  some  proceedings  there  was  a  receiver 
appointed  of  the  property  belonging  to  the  firm  ;  that  re- 
ceiver brought  more  or  less  suits  down  here  and  employed 
me  in  them.  I  don't  know  how  many  there  are.  I  tried 
some  of  them.  So  far  as  I  know  that  was  a  controversy 
between  the  partners,  and  the  money  collected  was  paid 
over  to  the  receiver — what  I  collected  and  what  was  eoli* 
lee  ted  by  my  firm. 

Q.  The  next  name  is  George  S.  Miller.  Has  any  suit 
ever  been  brought  against  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  There  was  a  suit  brought  against  him  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors.  After  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Appeals  in  the  Tweed  suits  there  was  a  sort  of 
interlude  in  the  proceedings.  After  the  act  of  1875  every- 
thing of  that  kind  was  dropped.  Miller  was  a  witness  in 
the  trial  of  the  civil  suit  against  Tweed,  and  gave  his  tes- 
timony on  that  trial. 

Q.  The  only  remaining  name  on  the  list  is  that  of 
Hugh  Smith? 

A.  So  far  as  I  know  no  action  was  ever  commenced 
against  him. 

Q,  Be  kind  enough  to  state  what,  if  any,  stipulations  or 
agreements  were  made  with  any  of  these  members  of  the 
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Ring  to  the  eflFect  that  they  should  be  protected  from 
prosecution  on  civil  as  well  as  criminal  process? 

A,  As  to  Garvey,  Keyser,  Davidson  and  Miller,  I  do  not 
know  what  was  done  in  regard  to  them,  as  to  that.  The 
arrangement  with  Garvey,  whatever  it  was,  was  made  with 
Mr.  O'Conor ;  that  with  Keyser  was  made  with  General 
Barlow  or  Mr.  Shultz.  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  had  any 
conversation  with  Miller  on  that  subject.  I  saw  him  at 
the  trial  of  Tweed.  I  never  had  any  conversation 
with  IngersoU,  except  this :  When  his  counsel  came  to 
my  house,  prior  to  IngersoU  being  pardoned,  he  asked  me 
what  would  be  done  with  the  civil  proceedings  against 
him ;  my  answer  was  that  I  could  not  make  any  bargain 
with  him,  but  that  he  saw  what  had  been  done  with 
regard  to  other  parties,  and  he  could  form  his  own 
judgment  as  to  his  case. 

Q,  So  far  as  you  know,  there  has  been  no  stipulation 
with  any  of  them  as  to  protection  from  civil  suits? 

A.  None  except  what  I  have  told  you.  I  have  told  you 
the  ^acts,  and  you  can  draw  your  own  inferences  as  well 
as  I  can. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  in  one  case — that  of  Peter  B. 
Sweeney — some  of  his  property  had  been  attached  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  their  any  property  attached  in  any  of  the  other 
cases  at  any  time? 

A.  An  attachment  was  issued  in  the  case  of  Tweed,  but 
1  think  every  piece  of  his  property  was  said  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  somebody  else.  I  think  there  were  some  attach- 
ments issued  against  some  of  the  Court  House  Commis- 
sioners. 

Q,  When  were  these  attachments  issued  in  the  Tweed 
case  ? 
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A.  About  the  time  the  suit  was  commenced  hi  1875. 

Q,  Wlmt  became  of  those  attachments? 

A.  They  still  exist,  I  suppose. 

Q,  They  were  never  vacated  ? 

A,  A  motion  was  made  to  vacate  the  order  of  arrest, 
but  I  don't  think  that  any  motion  was  made  to  vacate  the 
attachment.  Still  it  might  have  been.  I  know  the  case 
came  up  and  I  argued  it,  as  to  whether  a  writ  of  attach- 
ment and  an  order  of  arrest  could  co-exist.  There  was  a 
motion  at  the  same  time  with  regard  to  the  bill  of  partic- 
ulars; but  it  strikes  me  that  no  motion  was  made  to 
vacate  the  attachment. 

Q.  Can  you  state  why  it  was  that  in  the  other  cases  no 
attachments  were  issued  ? 

A.  The  only  cases  that  I  had  charge  of  were  those  large 
cases.  In  the  cases  of  Tweed  and  Sweeney  and  Connolly, 
they  were  iinally  issued,  but  in  the  case  of  Connolly  they 
could  not  find  anything  to  attach.  The  reason  they  were 
not  issued,  originally,  was  because  an  attachment  could  not 
be  got  in  an  action  for  tort.  The  act  of  1875  was  promoted 
and  was  drawn  I  think  by  Mr.  O'Conor.  It  was  passed 
in  order  that  we  might  get  an  attachment  with  the  order 
of  arrest. 

Q.  lias  there  been  in  any  of  these  cases  a  written  stipu- 
lation or  agreement,  protecting  any  of  the  Ring  men  from 
prosecution,  either  in  civil  or  criminal  actions? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  I  did  not  catch  what  you  said  as  to  who  made  those 
stipulations  ? 

A,  The  arrangement  with  Garvey  was  made  between 
Mr.  O'Conor,  Garvey,  and  his  wife.  I  think  the  whole 
thing  is  detailed  by  Garvey  himself,  in  his  cross-examin* 
ation  on  the  trial  of  Tweed.     With  regard  to  Ingersoll,  I 
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don't  know  of  anything  except  what  I  have  stated  myself. 
With  regard  to  Keyser,  all  I  know  is  mainly  what  I  have 
heard  of  the  arrangement  made  with  him  by  General 
Barlow  or  Mr.  Shnltz.  George  S.  Miller  was  called  as  a 
witness  in  the  Tweed  case.  I  don't  know  whether  I  had 
any  convereation  with  him  or  not.  I  don't  remember  any 
convei*sation  with  him  at  all.  If  he  lias  said  I  had,  he  is 
probably  right. 

Q,  I  don't  remember  that  he  has  said  so. 

A.  I  don't  knuw  ;  but  I  give  you  that  as  the  impression 
on  niy  mind. 

Q.  About  this  settlement  of  the  Sweeney  case — there  has 
been  an  assertion  in  the  public  prints,  that  it  was  by  agree- 
ment of  counsel,  that  it  should  appear  the  real  person  who 
owed  the  money  was  James  M.  Sweeney,  and  that  Peter 
B.  Sweeney  would  pay  the  money  out  of  the  estate  of  his 
brother  James — is  that  so  ? 

A.  The  facts  were  fully  stated  at  the  time,  in  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Nash  and  myself  to  the  Attorney  GenoraL 
The  settlement  had  been  in  negotiation  for  a  week  or  two. 
It  arose  by  n)y  meeting  somebody  in  the  street,  who  asked 
me  if  a  proposition  to  settle  would  be  entertained.  I 
connnunicated  with  the  Attornev  General,  Mr.  Fairchild. 
Theieupon  it  grew  into  a  negotiation.  Mr.  Whitney,  the 
Corporation  Counsel,  the  Attorney  General  Mr.  Fairchild, 
and  another  gentleman  who  acted  for  Sweeney,  but  who 
does  not  care  to  be  mentioned  or  known,  met  repeatedly 
in  my  office  and  discussed  the  matter  over.  I  saw  some 
others  also,  am(jng  whom  was  Mr.  Kelly.  The  upshot  of 
it  was  that  the  offers  made  by  Sweeney's  friends  were  de- 
clined. 1  then  su})posed  the  case  was  to  be  tried,  and 
went  to  the  court  that  morning  expecting  to  try  it. 
When  there,  Mr.  Vandcrpoel  came   to  me  and  told  me 
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that  they  had  concluded  to  offer  $400,000.  Then  the 
question  arose  as  to  how  the  payments  should  be  made. 
When  that  was  all  over  Mr.  Vanderpoel  asked  me  if  1 
should  object  to  receive  the  money  in  the  form  of  a 
payment  from  the  estate  of  James  M.  Sweeney.  I 
answered  that  I  not  only  should  not,  but  that  1  should 
require  it  to  be  made  in  that  way — having  a  view  to  other 
suits  that  were  pending,  and  possible  pleas  of  accord  and 
satisfaction.     That  was  all  there  was  of  it. 

Q.  That  was  all  that  the  counsel  on  your  side  had  to  do 
with  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  object  of  your  arrangement  as  to  payment 
was  technical,  to  avoid  the  danger  that  the  other  de- 
fendants might  plead  that  the  settlement  with  Peter  B. 
Sweeney  was  an  "  accord  and  satisfaction  "  as  to  them 
also? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  there  was  no  idea  on  your  part,  by  entering  in- 
to this  arrangement,  of  saving  or  attempting  to  save 
the  character  of  Peter  B.  Sweeney  ? 

A.  None  in  the  world. 

Q.  And  there  was  no  doubt  in  your  mind  that  the 
person  to  be  tried  in  that  case  and  who  had  committed  the 
frauds  was  Peter  B.  Sweeney  and  not  James  M. 
Sweeney  V 

A.  Certainly  not.  James  M.  Sweeney  was  not  a  party 
to  the  action  at  all.  He  was  dead.  We  could  not  have 
recovered  against  him  in  any  suit.  His  estate  was  not 
known  to  have  any  property,  and  even  if  it  had,  we 
would  not  have  been  permitted  tu  do  more  than  to  come 
in,  jf>ro  rata^  with  the  other  creditors.  The  understanding 
was  that  if  Peter  B.  Sweeney  paid   the  amount  agreed 
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upon,  we  would  not  press  that  suit.  That  was  all  we  agreed 

to. 

Q.  Was  the  settlement  of  the  suit  arrived  at  with  the 

concurrence  of  the  Attorney-General  ? 

A,  Yes,  he  had  stated  to  us  that  he  was  in  favor  of  a 
Bettlemenl.  The  question  was  as  to  the  amount.  The 
amount  hitherto  offered  had  been  rejected.  I  was  satisfied 
that  the  Attorney -General  would  take  whatever  would  be 
acceptable  to  the  local  authorities,  and  Mr.  Whitney  said 
that  he  had  consulted  with  Mr.  Kelly.  As  the  Attor- 
ney-General was  away  at  the  time,  Mr.  Nash  and  myself 
assumed  to  act  for  him.  He  had  expressed  liimself  in 
favor  of  a  settlement.  The  question  was  only  aa  to 
the  amount. 

Q,  There  was  some  statement  made  by  the  judge  on 
the  settlement  of  this  case  to  the  effect  that  the  settle- 
ment did  not  necessarily  reflect  upon  the  character  of 
Peter  B.  Sweenev.  I  have  no  memorandum  at  hand  and 
do  not  know  that  I  have  accurately  stated  the  substance 
of  the  Judge's  remarks? 

^.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  help  you  much.  As  I 
recall  it,  the  Judge  said  in  effect  that  as  the  settlement 
was  to  be  made  from  the  estate  of  James  M.  Sweenev,  it 
did  not  necessarily  reflect  upon  the  cliaracter  of  Peter  B. 
Sweeney.     I  think  you  stated  the  substance  fairly. 

Q.  Was  that  statement  agreed  to  by  the  Counsel  for 
the  People  ? 

A,  Not  at  all. 

Q.  It  was  not  with  the  concurrence  or  by  the  consent  of 
the  Counsel  for  the  People  that  that  statement  was  made  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  on  the  contrary  we  had  expressly  refused 
to  accede  to  a  proposition  of  that  nature. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned  until  Friday  the  14th 
instant,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


828 


THIRTYFIRST  DAY. 


Dboembbb  14,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

**        Cowing, 
"        Slevin. 

The  Chatkman  called  the  Committee  to  order  at  11 
o'clock  A.  M. 

Alderman  Cowing  desired  to  state  that  his  absence  from 
the  last  meeting  was  caused  by  his  being  engaged  in  the 
trial  of  an  action  before  Mr.  Justice  Van  Brunt,  and  that 
the  statement  in  a  morning  paper  that  he  had  gone  to  take 
the  deposition  of  Peter  B.  Sweeney  was  wholly  unfound- 
ed. He  wished  to  make  this  statement  that  it  might 
appear  on  the  record  tliat  he  had  not  been  neglecting  hit 
duty  as  a  member  of  this  Committee ;  this  having  been 
the  first  occasion  on  which  he  was  absent  from  any  of  ita 
sessions. 

Alderman  Slevin,  who  had  also  been  away  from  the 
last  meeting,  made  a  proper  explanation  of  his  absence. 

Mr.  Cole  said  that  the  testimony  taken  at  the  l^t  meet- 
ing was  that  of  Mr.  W.  H.  Peckham,  and  that  it^was  taken 
with  a  reservation  tliat  it  should  be  submitted  to  the 
gentlemen  of  the   Committee   who  were  absent,  to  be 
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ratified  by  them  and  be  subject  to  any  farther  explanations 
which  they  might  require.  He  had  not  been  able  to 
procure  the  attendance  of  two  important  witnesses  whom 
he  had  been  specially  instructed  by  the  Committee  to 
summon;  consequently,  he  had  to  suggest  the  further 
^adjournment  of  the  Committee  till  next  Tuesday  morning, 
when  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  finish  up  the  investigation. 

Alderman  Slevin  then  offered  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  seconded  by  Alderman  Cowing,  and  adopted : 

liesolved^  That  the  Counsel  to  the  Committee  be  re- 
quested to  subpoena  Charles  O'Conor,  Esq.,  and  Henry  F, 
Taintor,  to  appear  as  witnesses  at  the  next  meeting. 

The  Committee  thereupon  adjourned  to  next  Tueedaj 
morning,  at  1 1  o'clock  a.  m. 
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THIRTY-SECOND   DAY. 


Drcbmbkb  18,  1877. 

Present — Alderman  Lewis, 

"  Cowing, 

**  Slkvin. 

The  Committee  met  to-day  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Mr.  Cole  said  he  had  •expected  to  receive  to-day  certain 
tabular  statements  from  the  Comptroller's  office  ;  but  that 
in  consequence  of  some  additional  payments  made  to  the 
City  Treasury,  they  required  to  be  made  over  again,  and 
would  not  be  ready  for  a  day  or  two.  lie,  therefore,  sug- 
gested the  propriety  of  an  adjournment  till  Saturday 
next,  when  he  hoped  to  have  everything  ready  to  wind  up 
the  investigation. 

Alderman  Cowing  then  announced  that  if  any  gentle- 
men referred  to  in  testimony  of  previous  witnesses  wished 
to  make  any  explanation,  or  if  any  one  knew  any  facts  in 
connection  with  the  **  Ring  "  frauds,  and  desired  to  aid  the 
Committee  in  the  investigation,  they  would  havean  oppor- 
tunity to  be  heard  if  they  sent  in  their  names  before  the 
proceedings  were  finally  closed. 

The  Committee  adjourned  till  Saturday  next  at  11 
o'clock  A.  M. 
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THIRTY-THIRD  DAY. 


Dbobmbeb  22,  1877. 


Present — Alderman  Lewis. 

"        Cowing. 


J.  J.  Martin,  having  been  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  Cole  : 

Q.  What  is  your  name  ? 

A.  J.  J.  Martin. 

Q,  You  are  employed  where  ? 

A.  I  am  a  clerk  in  the  Comptroller's  Office. 

Q,  You  have  prepared  from  the  books  and  vouchers  in 
the  Comptroller's  Office  a  statement,  or  series  of  state- 
ments, showing  the  amounts  of  money  which  have  been 
collected  in  each  of  the  "  Ring  "  suits,  and  the  amounts 
of  money  which  have  been  paid  in  counsel  fees  and  other 
expenses  in  each  of  these  cases  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.     I  have. 

Q,  And  this  paper  is  a  transcript  from  the  records  and 
books  of  the  Finance  Department  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Cole — I  will  offer  this  in  evidence : 

Btatehxnt  of  the,  Amount  of  GoUeciianB  and  Payments  by  the  Attorney- 
General  in  the  **  Hing  Suits,^^  as  shown  in  Schedule  A. 

From  estate  of  James  Watson $590,485  94 

**    Elbert  A.  Woodward,  on  account 100,000  00 

**    Elbert  A.  Woodward,  in  fnU,  with  interest 51,779  16 

**    Peter  B.  Sweeney,  on  account 150,000  00 

Peter  B.  Sweenej,  on  account 50,000  00 

J.  J.  Bradley,  Ezr.,  in  full,  with  interest 206,562  20 

''    interest  allowed  by  Union  Trust  Go. . ! 8,596  48 

Total 1 1 , 1 52,878  78 

Deduct  payments  made  by  the  Attorney  General  for 

serrices  and  expenses 49,154  60 


Amount  paid  into  the  City  Treasury  by  the  Attorney 
General  on  the  following  dates  : 
1876. 

January  24 $555,485  94 

1877. 

January  8 102,801  06 

December  15 444,982  18 

$1,103,219  18 


Summary  Statement  of  Payments  made  by  the  Attorney  General  and 
by  the  Finance  Department  for  Services  and  Expenses  in  the  "  Ring 
Suits  y 

Wheeler  U.  Peckham  : 

For  legal  services,  etc.,  per  Schedule  A.  .$17,771  60 
For  legal  services,  per  Schedule  B 45,331  58 


$63,108  18 

Lyman  Tremain,  for  legal  services,  per  Schedule  B 25,000  00 

Heniy  L.  Clinton,  for  legal  services,  as  per  Schedule  B. .  5,000  00 
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James  C.  C-arter,  for  legal  services^  as  per  Schedule  B.. .  $6,076  00 

Barlow  &  Olney  and  Peter  B.  OUiey,  for  legal  serrioee,  « 

as  per  Schedule  B 4,021  80 

H.  C.  Allen,  for  legal  services,  per  Schedule  B 1,500  00 

Edward  L.  Parris,  for  legal  services,  per  Schedule  B. . . .  1,886  00 

Simon  Sterne,  for  legal  services,  per  Schedule  B 1,100  00 

James  Emott,  for  legal  services,  per  Schedule  B. 1,000  00 

Charles  F.  Stone,  for  leg^al  services,  per  Schedule  B. . . .  1,000  00 

John  E.  Parsons,  for  leg^al  services,  per  Schedule  B 600  00 

J.  M.  Buckingham,  for  legal  services,  per  Schedule  R . .  250  00 

George  T.  Curtis,  for  legal  services,  per  Schedule  C 15,000  00 

John  K.  Porter,  for  legal  services,  per  Schedule  C 12,409  70 

John  H.  Strahan,  for  legal  services,  per  Schedule  C 2,500  00 

Charles  0' Conor,  for  cash  disbursements,  as  per  Sched- 
ule B 5.186  10 

Heniy  F.  Taintor  : 

For  services  as  accountant,  etc.,  as  per 
Schedule  A |27,688  00 

For  expenses,  as  per  Schedule  B 458  28 

For  services  as  accountant,  etc.,  as  per 
ScheduleC 51,583  16 


79,720  44 

Arthur  E.  Smith,  for  services  as  clerk  to  Taintor,  per 

Schedules  B  and  C 8,722  98 

Bobert  Yelverton,  for  services  as  clerk  to  Taintor,  per 

Schedule  C 990  00 

Eugene  6.    Barrows,   for   services  as  clerk,   etc.,   per 

Schedules  A,  B  and  C 2,745  00 

James  Graham,  for  services  as  Clerk  to  Taintor,  as  per 

Schedule  C 45000 

John  A.  Robinson,  for  services  as  Clerk  to  Taintor,  per 

Schedule  C 800  00 

Christian  Classen,  for  services  as  Clerk  to  Taintor,  per 

Schedule  C 100  80 

E.  J.    Attinelli,   for  services  as  Clerk  to  Taintor,   per 

ScheduleC 100  00 

L.  B.  Crane,  for  services  in  suit  of  George  S.  Miller,  and 

travelling  expenses,  per  Schedules  B  and  C 167  20 

R.  G.  Hatfield,  for  services  investigating  accounts  of  J.  H. 

Eeyser,  etc.,  per  Schedule  C 846  62 
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Geoige  P.  Webster,  for  services,  per  Schedule  G $550  00 

Peter  Mitchell,  for  retainer  in  suits,  per  Schedule  G. . . .  250  00 

Clifford  O.  H.  Bartlett,  for  procuring  evidence,  etc.,  per 

Schedule  C 150  00 

Thomas  F.  Gradj,  for  services  in  procuring  evidence, 

per  Schedule  C 1,100  00 

E.  J.  Anthony,  for  services,  per  Schedule  A 100  00 

S.  P.  Nash,  for  services  as  counsel,  as  per  Schedule  A . .  3,500  00 

George  W.  Smith,  for  services  as  Qerk,  per  Schedule  B.  666  65 

P.  W.  Khodes,  for  services  as  Clerk,  per  Sohedulf  B ?  625  00 

Thomas  S.  Edsall,  for  services  as  Clerk,  per  Schedule  B.  568  90 
Robert  P.  Harlow,  for  services  as  Clerk,  per  Schedule  B .  150  OO 
John  J.  Donaldson,  for  disbursements  of  Special  Com- 
mittee on  investigation,  as  per  Schedule  B 4,089  89 

William  S.  Copeland,  for  services  as  Accountant,  under 

chapter  844,  Laws  of  1872,  per  Schedule  C 

John  Polhemus,  for  printing,  as  per  Schedule  B. . . 
Charles  P.  Young,  for  stenographic  reports,  as  per  Sche- 
dule B 

Warburton,  Bonvnge     <&    Underbill,   for  stenographic 

reports,  per  Schedule  B 

Allen  Pinkerton,   for  services  and  expenses,  per  Sche- 

doleB 

Joseph  K  Paine,  for  services  in  examining  signatures  of 

Hall,  Tweed,  and  others,  per  Schedule  B 

David  H.  Gildersleeve,  for  printing,  per  Schedule  B 

B.  W.  Moore,  for  services,  per  Schedule  B 

John  F.  Moinehan,  for  services,  per  Schedule  B 

John  H.  Elitchen,  for  services,  per  Schedule  B 

William  Mongomery,  for  services,  per  Schedule  B 

Charles  M.  Wiley,  for  services.  Schedule  B 

William  C.  Bryant  &  Co.,  for  printing,  as  per  Schedule 

B 

Thomas  C.  Duffy,  for  services  and  expenses  in  Ingersoll 

case,  per  Schedule  B  

Lockwood  &  Post,  for  costs  in  Coman  case,  per  Schedule 

B 

Henry  Harrisse,  for  retaining  fees,  etc.,  as  per^Schedule 

B .' 

E.  S.  Ren  wick,  for  services,  as  per  Schedule  C 

Frank  A.  Pollard,  for  services  as  Stenographer,  as  per 

Schedule  C 198  62 


2,500  00 
1,498  74 

597  40 

302  12 

296  10 

150  00 
92  30 
60  00 
50  00 
50  00 
80  00 
80  00 

27  00 

25  00 

85  00 

2,500  00 
262  50 
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Robert  L.  Darragh,  for  services  as  per  Schedule  G $75  00 

Marc.  Edlitz,  for  services  as  per  Schedule  0 75  00 

John  0.  Prall,  for  services  as  expert,  per  Schedule  G . . . .  75  00 

EUiott  C.  Harry,  for  Stenographer's  fees 362  50 

Henry   E.  Davis,  Referee's  fees  in  Jones'  case,  as  per 

Schedule  G     1,600  00 

Underhill,  Bonynge  &  Adams,  for  services  as  Reporters, 

per  Schedule  C 196  80 

Total $257,848  34 


RECAPITULATION. 

Amount  collected  by  the  Attorney-General  in  the  *^  Ring 

Suits" $1,152,378  78 

Deduct  payments  made  for  expenses  : 

By  the  Attorney-General,  as  per  Sched- 
ule A $49,154  60 

By  the  Gity  of  New  York,  for  the  Bureau 
of  Municipal  Gorrection,  under  special 
acts  of  the  Legislature,  as  per  Sched- 
ule B 106,776  27 

By  the  Gity  of  New  York,  from  various 
appropriations,  as  per  Schedule  G. . . .    101,917  47 

257,848  34 

Net  amount  realized  to  the  Gity  Treasury $894,525  44 


Finance  Dbpaktment,  ) 

GOMPTROLLER's  OFFICE,  December  18,  1877.  ) 
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SCHEDULE  A. 

Showing  the  Amount  of  Moneys  Recovered  from  the  ''''Ring  Suits,**  and 
the  Amount  Paid  therefroin  for  Expenses  by  Hon.  Charles  8.  Fair- 
child,  Attorney- General  of  the  State  of  New  York,  under  Chapter 
49,  Laws  of  1875. 

The  Attornky-Genkkal  in  acooxmt  with  the  City  and  County  of 
New  York  : 

1876.  Dr. 

itjnxaxj     24.  To  check  received  from  estate  of  Watson, 

and  deposited  same  daj  in  Union  Trust 

Company  of  New  York $590,436  94 

June  30.  To  interest  allowed  by  Trust  Company. . .  334  91 

December  31.  To  interest  allowed  by  Trust  Company. . .  88  67 

1877. 
January       3.  To  payment  on  account  from  EHbert  A. 

Woodward 100,000  00 

Total 1690,849  52 

1876.  Cr. 

Jan*y  24.  By  check  on  Union  Trust  C'ompauy,  to  order 
of  Chamberlain  of  City  and  County  of  New 
York $556,435  94 

March    4.  By  payment  to  H.  F.  Taintor,  for  services  as 

Accountant,  etc. ,  on  account  of  bill 4,000  00 

April  1.  By  payment  to  Wheeler  H.  Peokham,  on  ac- 
count of  counsel  fees 6,000  00 

May        1.  By  payment  to  Wheeler  H.  Peckham,  in  full  6,249  52 

May      24.  By  payment  to  H.  F.  Taintor,  on  account  of 

above  biU 6,000  00 

Sept.      6.  By  payment  to  H.  F.  Taintor.  in  full  of  above 

bill 10,263  00 

Sept.     19.  By  payment  to   E.    J.    Anthony,  services  in 

People  vs.  Watson 100  00 

1877. 

Jan'y  16.  By  check  on  Union  Trust  Company,  to  order 
of  Chamberlain  of  the  City  and  County  of 
New  York 102,801  06 

Total $690,849  52 

New  York,  January  16, 1877. 
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Thb  Attorney  General  in  ftoconnt   with   The  Citt  of    New 
York  : 

1877.  Dr, 

June    12.  To  cash  received  from  Peter  B.  Sweenej $150,000  00 

"      29.  To  proceeds  of  note  of  £1.  A.  Woodward,  prin- 
cipal    50,000  00 

**      29.  To  interest  on  above  note 1,779  16 

July       7.  To  cash  received  from  Peter  B.  Sweeney 50,000  00 

Dec.      10.  To  proceeds  of  note  of  J.  J.  Bradley,  executor, 

principal 200,000  00 

"      10.  To  interest  on  above  note 6,562  20 

**      15.  To  interest  allowed  by  the  Union  Trust  Com- 
pany to  date 3,182  90 

$461,524  26 

1877.  Cr. 

July    5.  By  paid    Wheeler    H.    Peckham,    services    as 

counsel  in  People  vs.  Sweeney $5,000  OO' 

**      5.  By  paid  Wheeler  II.  Peckham,  disbursements. . .  522  08 

*^      5.  By  paid  S.  P.  Nash,  services  as  counsel  in  People 

f5«.  Sweeney 3,500  00- 

'^    19.  By  paid  H.    F.  Taintor,  services  and  disburse- 
ments in  People  vs.  Sweeney 5,425  00- 

Oct.      2.  By  paid  E.  (i.  Barrows,  services  in  People  e«. 

Sweeney 95  (-0 

**    31.  By  paid  H.    F.  Taintor,  services  in  People  M. 

Woodward 2.000  OO 

Dec.  15.  By  check  on  Union  Trust  Company  to  order  of 
the  Chamberlain  of  the  City  and  County  of 
New  York 444,982  18 

$461,524  2e 
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James  M.  Y allbs,  being  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Q,  You  are  employed  as  a  clerk  in  the  office  of  the 
Corporation  Counsel  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;   1  am, 

Q,  Have  you  examined  the  register  and  records  in  the 
Corporation  CounsePs  office  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain- 
ing the  present  c(mdition  of  wliat  are  known  as  the  "  Ring  " 
suits? 

A.   Yes,  sir  ;   I  have. 

Q,  Is  this  paper  the  result  of  your  investigation? 

A,  Yes. 

Mr.  Cole — I  will  offer  this  in  evidence  : 


THE  ACTIONS  AGAINST  THE  RING. 

1869. 
March  22.  The  Mayor,  eta,  vs,  J.  W.  Smith : 

Suit  broaght  to  recover  $5,235  for  a  pier,  on  agreement  that 
was  entered  into  that  he  should  pay  half  the  cost  of  this  pier, 
No.  62,  East  river.     Notice  of  trial  for  January,  1874. 

1874. 
July  10.  The  Mayor,  etc  ,  vs.  The  Broadway  Bank: 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $6,504,000;  still  pending  (appeal 
from  order  granting  defendants  a  bill  of  particulars).  Argued 
March  10,  1876.     Not  yet  decided.     J.  C.  Carter,  Attorney. 

July  18.  The  Mayor,  etc..  vs.  T.  W.  Koe  &  Co.  . 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $200,107.78,  fraudulent  biUs  for 
stationery,  audited  allowed  by  Board  of  Supervisors.  On 
calendar  and  ready.     W.  H.  Peckham,  Attorney. 
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1874. 
October  81.  The  Major,  etc.,  w.  John  O'Doimell : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $352,335.16  for  fraudulentlbills  for 
lamps  and  gaa.  Heoeived  order  for  bill  or  particulars,  and  No. 
of  settlement  on  the  20th  of  April.  Barlow  &  Olney,  Attor- 
neys. 

October  81.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  vs.  Alexander  Brandon  : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $22,373,  for  fraudulent  bilk,  gfoods 
furnished  the  Bureau  of  Street  Lamps.  Notice  of  trial  for 
October,  1876.     Barlow  &  Olney,  Attorneys. 

November  5.  The  Mayor,  etc. ,  w.  Morgan  Jones : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $350,000  procured  on  fraudulent 
bills.  Notice  of  trial  for  June,  1877.  Awaiting  proof  from 
Mr.  Taintor.     Wm.  C\  Whitney,  Counsel  to  the  Corporation. 

October  81 .  The  Mayor,  etc. ,  t«.  Archibald  Hale,  Jr.  : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $135,103.02,  fraudulent  bills,  lamps 
and  gas.  On  calendar  October  10.  Off  term.  Barlow  & 
Olney,  Attorneys. 

November  5.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  V9.  Daniel  Berrien  : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  S175,000,  amount  of  fraudulent  bills 
for  supplies  to  Department  of  Public  Works.  Summon  served 
December  23,  1874.     J.  C.  Carter,  Attorney. 

November  5.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  vs.  E.  S.  Merriner  and  Wm.  M.  Tweed: 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $500,000,  received  on  fraudulent 
bills  for  hardware,  etc.  lieceived  offer  of  Wm.  M.  Tweed  to 
allow  judgment  to  be  taken  against  him  for  full  amount.  Re- 
turned.    J.  C   Carter,  Attorney. 

November  5.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  vs.  George  S.  Miller  and  Wm.  M.  Tweed  : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $500,000,  received  for  fraudulent 
bills  for  lumber.  Received  offer  of  Wm.  M.  Tweed  to  allow 
judgment  to  be  taken  against  him  for  full  amount.  Returned. 
J.  C.  Carter,  Attorney. 
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1874. 
Aufpist  27.  The    Mayor,  etc.,  vs.  Wm.  Haw,  Edwaid  A.  Moore  and 
Forbes  Holland : 

Suit 'brought  to  recover  $200,808.61  and  intere«t,  January 
1,  1870.  Demurrer  has  been  overruled  and  parties  have  an- 
swered. Case  now  on  calendar  for  trial.  W.  H.  Peckham, 
Attorney. 

Maroh  7.  The  Mayor  eta,  vs.  H.  W.  Qenet : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $207,204.37  for  fraudulent  bills  on 
Harlem  Court  House.  Judgment  entered  Maroh  4,  1876. 
John  £.  Parsons,  Attorney. 

August  6.  The  Mayor,  etc. ,  vs.  The  Estate  of  Charles  Vandervoort : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $145,166.50  for  fraudulent  bills  on 
contracts  to  bnild  Eighteenth  Ward  Market,  still  pending. 
£.  1).  Smith,  Counsel  to  the  Corporation. 

1875. 
January  16.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  vs.  J.  A.  Moneghan  : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $70,540.35  for  fraudulent  bills. 
Was  admitted  to  bail  on  $25,000,  April  30,  1877.  Peter 
Starr,  Attorney. 

The  Mayor,  etc. ,  vs.  Edward  Jones  <fe  Co  : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $496,173.75,  amount  received  on 
fraudulent  bills. 

April  0.  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  m.  Wm.   M.  Tweed,  The 
Mayor,  etc. 

To  recover  the  amount  of  certain  fraudulent  bills  paid  in 
1870  by  R  B.  Connolly,  $6,198,957.85.  Verdict,  March  8, 
1876,  for .  plaintiffs,  $4,719,040.35,  principal,  together  with 
interest  from  September  1,  1870,  to  March  1,  1876, 
$1,817,177.03.  Total,  $6,537,117.38.  Judgment  entered 
February,  1877.  Retained  Peckham  <&  Carter.  Daniel  Pratt, 
Attorney  General. 
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1875. 
April  12.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  m.  Margaret  Watson, 
administratrix,   and  The  Mayor,   etc.,   of  the  City  of  New 
York: 

To  recover  $6,198,857.85.  frandnlentlj  had  on  audited 
claims  received.    Notice  of  entry  of  judgment  October  21, 

1876,  for  $640,932.32.     October  28,  reoeived  decretal  order. 
Daniel  Pratt,  Attorney  General. 

AogUBt  4.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v«.  John  I.  Walsh  and 
The  Mayor,  etc.,  etc. : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $462,848.59,  on  calendar  March, 

1877.  Retained  Barlow  &  Olney.      Daniel  Pratt,  Attorney 
General. 

August  4.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  vs,  Thomas  Coman 
and  The  Mayor,  etc.,  etc.  : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $462,848.59,  on  calendar  March, 
1877.  Retained  Barlow  &  Ohiey.  Daniel  Pratt,  Attorney 
General. 

August  4.  The   People  of  the  State  of  New  York  vs.  Gumming   U. 
Tooker : 

Summons  served  August  20,  1875.  August  4,  retained 
Barlow  &  Olney.     Daniel  Pratt,  Attorney  General. 

November  22.  The   People  of  the   State  of  New    York  vs.   Peter   B. 
Sweeney : 

Suit  to  recover  $7,132,598.29.  Wm.  C.  Whitney,  Counaelto 
the  Corporation,  appeared  May  10.  Jury  struck  to  appear 
before  17th  inst.     Daniel  Pratt,  Attorney  General. . 

November  20.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  w.    Wm.    M. 
Tweed  and  The  Mayor,  etc.  : 

To  recover  the  amount  of  6  fraudulent  claims  for  the 
amount  of  $933,640.44.  Received  notice  of  offer  of 
$933,640.44,  and  interest  from  September  1,  1870.  Judgment 
entered  for  $1,409,558.28  November  27, 1877.   . 


845 


1870. 
Hay  10.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  «t.  R.  6.  Connolly  and 
The  Mayor,  etc.,  etc.  : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $7,132,698.29.  Receiyed  notice  of 
judgment  in  favor  of  plaintiffs,  and  against  the  defendant  K. 
6.  Connolly,  for  $8,584,260.83,  entered  on  December  6, 1877. 
Retained  W.  H.  Peckham.  Charles  F.  Fairohild,  Attorney 
General. 


1877. 
January  12.  The  Mayor,  etc.,  vs,  Ira  A.  Allen  and  Henry  EL  Stevens : 

Suit  brought  to  recover  $42,000,  on  fraudulent  bills  of 
defendants,  for  material  furnished  to  Court-house  Commis« 
sioners,  1869  and  1870.  Wm.  C.  Whitney,  Counsel  to  tha 
Corporation. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned  to  Monday  next,  24tb 
inst. 
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THIRTYFOURTll   DAY. 


Dbokmbrb  24,  1877. 

Present — Alderniau  Lewis, 

" .        Cowing, 
'*         Slevin. 

When  the  Committee  came  to  order  ex-Senator  ThoB. 
J.  Creamer  asked  permission  of  the  Committee  to  make 
a  statement.  The  Committee  acceded  to  his  request ;  and, 
after  being  sworn, 

Mr.  CuEAMEK  said  that  lie  came  here  voluntarily,  ac- 
cepting the  invitation  from  the  Committee  as  given  out 
through  the  press,  and  had  not  been  subpoenaed.  He 
simply  wished  to  reply  to  some  statements  made  by  Mr. 
Tweed  in  the  course  of  his  testimony,  and  it  wa^  a  very 
disagreeable  duty  for  him  to  antagonize  a  man  in  his 
position  ;  particularly  as  he  was  one  of  the  very  few 
in  the  city  who  openly  opposed  Mr.  Tweed,  when  he 
was  in  the  fulness  of  his  power.  Mr.  Tweed  was  re- 
ported to  have  said  that  he  thought  that  Richard  B.  Con- 
nolly told  him  that  he  (Mr.  Connolly)  had  made  an  arrange- 
ment with  him  (Mr.  Creamer)  for  his  vote  on  the  charter 
of  1870.  He  wished  to  say  that  if  Connolly  told  him 
anything  of  the  kind  it  was  false ;  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee would  peimit  him  he  would  like  to  state,  having 
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been  a  member  of  the  LcgiBlatiire  at  that  time,  and 
having  been  a  member  of  the  Cominitrce  c»n  Municipal 
Affairs  for  four  years,  that  a  false  impression  prevailed 
concerning  the  reason  why  30  of  the  ?2  members  voted 
for  that  charter.  Mr.  Tweed  stated  what  arrangements 
he  had  made  with  the  Republican  members,  so  as  to  have 
them  vote  for  it  on  its  final  passage.  Some  kind  of  a 
charter  had  ti>  be  passed,  and  the  charter  that  was  passed 
at  that  time  was  the  only  kind  of  a  charter  that  could  be 
passed.  There  was  not  a  man  in  that  Senate  who  cared 
anything  for  his  record  in  the  futnre  who  did  not  vote  for 
its  final  passage.  He  offered  eleven  different  amend- 
ments to  it,  the  adoption  of  any  one  of  which  would  iiave 
entirely  changed  its  character.  At  that  time  the  Senate 
was  composed  of  eighteen  Democrats  and  fourteen  Re- 
publicans, and  all  matters  pertaining  to  cities  were  left 
geneially  to  tlie  representatives  of  the  section  of  country 
for  which  legislation  was  intended ;  but  as  regards  New 
York  city,  the  delegation  was  divided.  He  was  opposed 
to  Mr.  Tweed,  and  was  the  chairman  of  a  meeting  held 
by  the  youno:  Democracv  at  that  time.  Three  out  of  the 
five  Senators  from  New  York  opposed,  not  Tweed  or 
Sweeney,  but  the  concentration  of  power  in  the  hands  of 
a  few  men  here  in  New  York.  The  friends  of  the  char- 
ter included  all  of  the  Democratic  representatives  outside 
of  the  City  of  New  York,  fifteen  in  number.  All  that 
was  necessary  was  to  obtain  two  of  the  three  additional 
Democrats,  and  then  there  would  have  been  no  occasion 
to  ask  the  Republicans  to  vote  for  it  in  order  to  pass  it. 
It  would  have  been  a  very  cheap  thing  for  Tweed  or  any 
one  else  to  have  given  two  or  three  Democrats  one-quar- 
ter of  the  amount  ex|)en^ed  on  the  passage  of  the  char- 
ter, if  they  had   been  purchasable,  for  then  it  would  not 
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have  been  necessary  to  enter  the  ranks  of  their  political 
opponent.  So  much  for  the  manner  in  which  the  charter 
was  passed,  but  he  wonld  further  say  that  that  charter 
was  good  enough  in  its  way,  if  it  had  been  pnjperly  ad- 
ministered. The  cause  of  all  the  trouble  was  section  4  of 
the  cliarter  and  the  tax  levy  of  1870.  He  moved  to  limit 
the  amount  in  that  section  to  one  million  of  dollars,  but 
that  was  voted  down  on  the  ground  tliat  if  that  sum  had 
been  inserted,  there  would  be  a  million  of  dollars  ex- 
pended ;  but  it  would  have  been  a  fortunate  thing  for  the 
city  if  that  amendment  had  been  adopted.  As  regard& 
the  statement  concerning  Harlem  Bridge 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Did  he  mention  your  name 
in  connection  with  that? 

A  Yes,  sir;  he  said  that  Mr.  Roach,  who  had  the  con- 
tract for  building  that  bridge,  had  employed  me  to  look 
after  his  interest? 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Colk)— How  are  you  connected  with  the 
Harlem  Bridge  testimony  ? 

A,  Mr.  Tweed  says  that  I  and  Mr.  Roach  had  a  corrupt 
arrangement.  The  statement  was  false.  Mr.  Roach  ap- 
plied to  me  in  1867,  stating  that  he  never  could  finish  that 
bridge  if  he  had  to  go  through  the  Albany  ordeal  every 
time  that  he  had  to  ask  for  an  appropriation  to  build  it. 
On  every  oec^asion  that  he  had  got  an  appropriation  in- 
serted, it  was  stricken  out.  It  was  a  very  difficult  thing 
to  amend  the  tax  levy  except  by  reducing  the  amounts. 
Mr.  Roach  had  over  one  thousand  men  in  his  employ,  and 
it  was  a  politic  thing  for  any  one  who  sought  favor  at  the 
ballot-box  to  be  on  friendly  terms  with  any  one  wielding 
BO  many  votes,  particularly  at  election  time,  but  the  alle- 
gation that  he  had  paid  me  for  any  vote  in  186S  or 
1869  was  untrue.     In  reference  to  that  his  memory  was 
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sadly  at  fault,  for  the  statement  is  as  ridicnious  as  rt 
was  false.  The  city  government  could  not  go  on  without 
some  kind  of  a  tax  levy.  I  voted  for  a  tax  levy  every 
year,  and  never  knew  of  any  one  being  suspected  as 
having  been  paid  to  vote  for  it.  I  am  perfectly  content 
to  stand  upon  my  record,  and  if  there  were  nothing  else 
agaiuBt  it  except  what  Dick  Connolly  thought  or  Bill 
Tweed  said,  I  have  no  reason  to  feel  any  concern. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Colk) — Was  it  not  possible  to  amend  the 
tax  levy  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  at  all  times. 

Q.  When  you  say  it  was  necessary  to  pass  a  tax  levy, 
you  mean  it  was  necessary  to  pass  some  kind  of  a  tax 
levy  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  any  one  being  induced  to  vote 
for  a  tax  levy  by  having  been  paid  money  to  do  so  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  of  a  case,  but  there  was  a  common 
rumor  that  it  had  been  done.  The  New  York  represen- 
tatives were  always  willing  to  vote  for  a  tax  levy. 

Q.  Don't  you  think,  Mr.  Creamer,  that  a  great  many 
items  in  the  tax  levy  were  fraudulent? 

A,  In  coimection  with  subsequent  developments  I  think 
a  great  many  were. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  common  rumor  that  there  were? 

A.  I  have  said  so. 

Q.  Was  it  not  the  practice  with  these  fraudulent  tax 
levies,  that  every  member  who  had  an  interest  to  promote, 
or  who  desired  to  have  this  man  or  that  man  get  an  oflBce, 
would  put  in  directly  or  indirectly  some  items  la  further- 
ance of  their  little  jobs? 

A,  No,  sir ;  I  think  that  is  very  wide  of  the  mark. 
For  instance,  there  were  very  few  men  in  New  York  who 
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dared  to  vote  against  the  tax  levy — very  few  who  would 
exercise  such  independence.     I  have  no  doubt  every  tax 
levy  contains  excessive  appropriations.     Tax  levies  always 
do  contain   items   of    that   kind,    whether    in     Albany 
or  in  Washington  ;  but  such  items  are  not  always  appar- 
ent as  frauds,  and  members  who  may  have  voted  to  reduce 
or  strike  out  items  which  they  deemed  excessive  may  have 
subsequently  voted  for  the  passage  of  the  levy  as  a  whole, 
though  it  contained  the  items  they  had  ineffectually  oppos- 
ed, because  its  passage  was  an  absolute  necessity.     In  the 
light  of  subsequent  developments  I  cannot  say  that  I  ever 
knew  of  an  absolutely  fair  and  just  tax  levy  being  passed. 
I  don't  suppose  there  ever  was  an  appropriation  of  $500,- 
000  got  for  this  New  York  Court  House,  for  which  $150,- 
000,   and  perhaps    more,  had  not   to  be  paid  to  get   it 
through.     Seven-eighths  of  the  chairs  and  caq)ets  credited 
to  the  Court  House  you  will  find  scattered  in  nearly  every 
coui\ty,  town  and   village   in   the   State  of  New  York, 
through  some  country  representative  who  went  down  to 
Albany  to  make  something  out  of  New  York.     The  Dem- 
ocratic party  is  not  responsible  for  the  improper  legislation 
of  1870,  for  the  country  members  of  both  parties  acted 
with  a  minority  of  the  New  York  delegation  to  carry  their 
measures. 

Q.  If,  as  you  say,  the  representatives  from  New  York 
voted  generally  for  the  passage  of  a  tax  levy,  where 
were  the  members  from  who  had  to  be  induced  to  vote 
for  it  ? 

A.  I  think,  sir,  if  some  of  the  members  who  represent 
the  third  House  were  before  the  Committee  they  could 
give  you  that  information. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  a  great  cause  of  the  evils  that 
New  York  has  suffered  from  is   that  the  members   from 
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the  city  of  New  York  had  not  control  over  the  legisla- 
tion a£Fecting  the  interests  of  this  city  ? 

A.  I  think  so;  bat  have  always  said  that  both  parties 
were  to  blame, — the  bad  legislation — the  one  as  much  as 
the  other. 

(By  Alderman  Cowing) — Is  it  not  a  fact  that  all  tax 
levies  had  more  or  less  f rand  connected  with  them  ? 

A,  No  doubt.  I  never  knew  one  yet  that  had  not 
some.  In  the  case  of  appropriation  bills  at  Washington 
there  was  generally. 

Q.  Leaving  Washington  out,  was  it  not  a  fact  that  at 
the  time  of  the  passage  of  these  tax  levies  various  pro- 
visions were  added  to  them  in  which  there  were  fraudu- 
lent items? 

A.  That  may  have  been,  but  some  kind  of  a  tax  levy 
must  be  passed. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  tax  levy  which  you  could 
pronounce  to  be  a  fair  and  just  one? 

A.  Some  of  them  were  excessive,  I  think. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  members  voted  for  the 
tax  levy  because  they  were  looking  for  preferment  or 
some  personal  interest? 

A.  That  was  one  motive  for  their  action,  and  another 
was  that  it  was  necessary  to  pass  some  tax  levy. 

Q,  You  said  that  some  of  them  showed  items  that  were 
excessive  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  don't  suppose  that  there  ever  was  an  ap- 
propriation asked  for  of  $500,000  that  they  had  not  to 
spend  $150,000  to  get  it  through. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  there  was  a  division 
amongst  the  members  from  the  citv  of  New  York? 

A,  Yes,  such  was  the  fact. 


852 

Mr.  Edlestein,  who  was  present  as  counsel  6n  the  part 
of  Mr.  Tweed,  here  asked  if  Mr.  Creamer  intended  to  say 
that  Mr.  Tweed  spoke  falsely  in  testifying  that  Mr.  Con- 
nolly told  him  that  he  had  given  money  to  Mr.  Creamer 
for  his  vote  ? 

Mr.  Creamer  replied  that  he  did  not  impute  falsehood 
to  Mr.  Tweed,  but  if  Mr.  Connolly  told  him  so,  he  told 
him  what  was  untrue. 

(By  Alderman  Cowing) — Were  not  both  parties  respon- 
sible for  putting  these  jobs  into  the  tax  levy  I 
. 

A.  I  think  they  were.  There  were  but  few  of  the 
Democrats  who  dared  to  act  independently.  As  for  the 
Republicans,  they  never  assumed  to  make  such  slaves  out 
of  their  rei)resentative8  as'the  Democrats  did.  Had  the 
Republican  party  been  decided  and  strong  it  could  have 
made  the  passage  of  the  charter  impossible  and  the  same 
might  be  said  of  the  tax  levy.  Both  parties  were  respon- 
sible for  them. 

Q,  But  had  not  the  Democratic  party  control  in  this 
citv  ? 

A.  Yes,  that  is  so;  but  I  know  that  the  Republican 
party,  by  bargains  which  they  made,  elected  the  last 
Mayor  of  New  York.  lie  would  have  this  reformed 
altogether.  Reform  in|the  ^hands  of  a  great  many  was  a 
humbug. 

H.  F.  Taintor  was  recalled : 

Q,  (By  Mr.  Cole) — When  were  you  first  employed  in 
these  Ring  suits. 
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A.  In  regard  to  that  matter  I  desire  to  say  that  I  have 
prepared  a  document  which  is  intended  to  be  a  history  and 
review  of  the  whole  case.  A  reply  to  all  questions  that 
may  arise  out  of  my  connection  with  these  suits.  I  desire 
to  submit  that  document  to  the  Committee,  and  request 
that  it  be  taken  as  a  part  of  the  evidence. 

Q.  4't  what  time  were  you  first  employed  by  the 
Finance  Department 

A,  I  desire  to  say  this,  that  if  I  am  to  answer  questions 
here,  I  am  unable  to  do  it ;  and  I  see  no  necessity  for  it, 
as  I  have  made  a  reply  in  that  document. 

Alderman  Cowing — You  can't  anticipate  the  questions 
that  may  be  put  to  you. 

A,  1  am  physically  unable  to  sit  here  and  answer  ques- 
tions, and  I  would  not  have  come  did  I  not  fear  it  might 
be  said  I  had  stayed  away  from  other  motives.  I  have 
sworn  to  the  correctness  of  this  document  which  I  have 
prepared,  and  which  was  submitted  on  yesterday  to  the 
Committee,  but  declined  to  be  received  by  them,  I  have  no 
desire  to  withhold  any  information  in  my  power  from  the 
Committee,  but  when  I  have,  at  their  request,  prepared 
with  great  labor  and  comprehensiveness  a  statement  like 
this,  I  do  not  see  the  necessity  of  going  over  the  ground 
a  second  time. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — You  say  that  you  have 
been  ill  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir  ;  since  Friday  evening. 

Q,  Is  your  ailment  chronic  ? 

A.  I  had  an  attack  of  a  similar  kind  about  two  years 
ago,  and  I  was  very  ill  for  a  long  time  after  that. 
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Alderman  Lewis  infonned  the  witDees  that  oDleas  he 
was  pliysically  unable  to  go  on,  he  should'have  to  testify^ 
and  answer  the  questions  put  to  him. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Colk) — When  were  you  first  employed  by 
the  Finance  Department  in  preparing  evidence  in  these 
King  suits  ? 

A.  I  have  been  engaged  in  the  preparation  of  evidence 
in  these  Ring  suits  since  December  1,  1871. 

Q.  Who  employed  you  ? 

A,  Mr.  Green,  the  Comptroller. 

Q.  Under  what  arrangement  were  you  employed — what 
was  your  compensation  to  be? 

A,  There  was  no  arrangement  made  at  that  time,  nor  for 
two  or  three  months  after  that. 

Q,  Wlien  was  it  made  ? 

A.  I  think  it  must  have  been  early  in  1872. 

Q,  What  was  tfiat  arrangement  ? 

A.  I  was  to  receive  $25  a  day. 

Q.  How  long  did  that  last  ? 

A.  I  think  it  continued  up  to  May  or  June,  1874. 

Q.  Then,  was  there  a  new  arrangement  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(^,  What  was  the  new  arrangement  ? 

A.  That  I  was  to  receive  my  compensation  accordiug^ 
to  the  value  of  the  services  rendered,  considering  the  in- 
terests involved. 

Q,  Well,  now,  from  the  early  part  of  1872  to  July  1, 
1874,  as  I  make  it  out,  you  were  employed  by  the  Finance 
Department  at  a  compensation  of  $25  a  day  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  state  the  facts  over  again  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  some  time  in  May  or  June. 
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Q.  Yoiir  last  pavmont  at  $25  a  day,  was  on  the  6th  day 
of  JiiDc,  for  tifty-six  days  imtnediately  preceding? 

A.  That  was  not  the  Ist  of  July ;  I  presume  that  i& 
correct 

Q,  Will  you  state  whether  the  tabulations  you  made 
concerning  these  Ring  frauds,  were  made  prior  to  or  Bab- 
sequent  to  June,  1874? 

A,  There  were  all  made  subsequently. 

Q.  What  were  you  engaged  in  from  the  time  that  you 
entered  the  service  of  the  city  down  to  the  5th  of  June, 
1874  ? 

A.  The  matters  before  the  Grand  Jury  took  up  the 
most  of  my  time,  and  the  procuring  of  evidence  from  the 
different  banks  from  time  to  time,  and  laying  the  founda- 
tion for  the  proceedings  in  the  suits  about  to  be  com- 
menced, in  gathering  evidence  generally. 

Q.  Gathering  data  ? 

A,  Yes,  also  in  the  criminal  suits. 

Q,  Was  there  any  time  spent  in  criminal  suits? 

A,  The  criminal  matters  required  a  great  deal  of  time. 
Sometimes  they  were  based  upon  a  single  item.  In  the 
course  of  my  investigation  I  realized  in  1873  the  great 
responsibility  that  rested  upon  me,  that  the  lawyers  based 
their  cases  almost  entirely  upon  the  evidence  that  1  by 
my  ingenuity  and  perseverance  had  gathered,  and  I  felt 
that  there  should  be  a  better  recognition  of  my  services, 
and  that  the  compensation  I  was  receiving  was  entirely 
inadequate.  I  made  up  my  mind,  therefore,  as  soon  as 
the  time  and  conditions  were  favorable,  to  withdraw  from 
all  this  business,  unless  there  was  a  better  recognition  of 
my  services,  and  the  compensation  more  in  accordance 
with  their  worth.    I  wrote  to  the  Comptroller  on  the  sub- 
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ject,  and  Mr.  Green,  after  consideration,  consented  to  a 
new  arrangement, 

Q.  Between  June  5,  1874,  and  December  31,  1874, 
were  there  any  extraoixiinary  services  rendered  by  you  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  What  I  mean  is  this.  Up  to  June  5,  1874,  were 
you  regularly  on  the  pay-roll  of  the  Finance  Department? 

A.  No,  sir;  not  all  the  time. 

Q.  The  latter  part  of  the  time  you  were  regularly  on 
the  pay-roll,  at  $25  a  day  ? 

A,  I  will  say  to  you  that  I  was  not  on  the  pay-rolls. 

^.  The  first  part  of  the  time  you  were  paid  at  the  rate 
of  $25  a  day,  afterwards  it  was  so  much  a  month  ;  so  that 
virtually  you  were  all  the  time  on  the  pay-rolls  ? 

A.  There  was  a  portion  of  the  time  that  I  did  not  make 
any  charge. 

Q,  Yes,  but  from  October,  1873,  when  you  went  on  the 
pay-rolls,  down  to  the  5th  of  June,  1874,  you  were  regu- 
larly on  the  pay-rolls,  at  $25  a  day  ? 

(No  answer.) 

Q.  Between  the  5th  day  of  June,  1874,  and  the  31st  of 
December,  1874,  do  you  know  of  any  extraordinary  ser- 
vice that  you  rendered  ? 

A,  No,  sir;  I  cannot  recollect  what  1  did  during  that 
time,  but  if  I  remember  correctly  it  was  in  October  or 
November  of  that  year  that  I  began  tbe  solution  or  analy- 
sis of  tlie  county  payments  and  warrants. 

Q.  Well,  ray  meaning  is  this :  On  the  3l8t  of  December, 
1874,  you  received  $6,500,  which  must  liave  been  for 
services  performed  from  the  5th  of  June,  1874,  to  De- 
cember 31st,  1874.  My  object  is  to  know  what  services 
were  performed  by  you  during  that  time  ? 
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A,  If  I  remember  aright  I  asked  Comptroller  Green 
(I  have  not  the  letter  with  me)  for  a  certain  sum  which 
he — I  don't  know — I  (jant  say  now  in  what  light  it  was 
considered  then,  but  I  said  I  am  entitled — ^you  may  call  it 
a  retaining  fee  in  these  matters — if  I  had  been  a  lawyer  it 
wonld  have  been  called  a  retaining  fee,  and  I  suppose  it 
would  be  considered  as  that. 

Q.  Then,  if  you  stated  in  your  voucher  that  your  claim 
for  $05,000  was  for  services  rendered  in  the  Roe  and 
Monaghan  case  and  fifteen  other  cases  you  meant  for  ser- 
vices to  be  rendered  and  not  for  services  that  had  al- 
ready been  rendered  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say — I  don't  know  what  was  in  my 
mind. 

Q.  Before  this  you  were  regularly  in  the  employment  of 
the  city  at  $25  a  day,  and  now  you  received  a  great  deal 
more  than  that? 

A.  That  I  cannot  say.  Whatever  I  received  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  my  agreement  with  the  Ot>mptroller. 

Q,  Have  you  that  document? 

A,  It  is  at  my  house.  There  never  was  any  written 
reply  to  it. 

Q.  When  did  you  complete  your  tables,  as  printed  in 
this  evidence  in  the  case  of  W(M>dward  and  others? 

A.  They  were  completed  in  that  form  about  July, 
1875 — in  the  form  in  which  thev  are  8nl>initted  there. 

• 

Q.  When  did  you  really  arrive  at  the  facts-was  it 
when  these  affidavits  were  made  ? 

A,  1  did  not  arrive  at  the  facta  until  early  in  the  year 
1875,  and  they  were  put  into  that  form  subsequently  to 
that  tiine.  I  think  it  was  in  the  summer  before  that  they 
were  completed. 
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Q.  After  that,  after  these  facts  were  put  into  that  form, 
will  you  state  to  the  Committee  what  other  services  you 
have  rendered  in  these  suits  ? 

A,  I  have  prepared  the  whole  matter  in  a  documentary 
form  here ;  I  cannot  tell  off-hand  what  I  have  done  at  any 
stated  time,  and  when  you  put  a  question  to  me  I  have  to 
think  and  refresh  my  memory ;  I  object  to  answering  any 
questions  to  which  I  am  able  to  give  only  an  imperfect* 
incomplete,  and  inadequate  statement  of  what  I  have  done 
about  these  matters. 

Mr.  Lewis — The  object  in  view  in  puling  these  ques- 
tions is  to  get  at  the  facts  in  the  shortest  way  possible. 

[The  witness  stated  that  he  had  left  a  sick  bed  in  order 
to  present  his  statement  to  the  Committee,  and  that  he  waa 
really  too  sick  to  go  on  with  the  examination,  and  must 
therefore  object  to  answering  any  more  questions ;  that 
the  document  which  he  had  prepared  contained  a  full 
account  of  his  investigations  of  the  King  frauds.  He  thought 
that  he  should  be  allowed  the  privilege  of  having  counsel 
to  advise  him  as  to  his  rights,  if  he  were  to  be  subjected 
to  any  further  examination.] 

Mr.  Cole — Will  you  auswei  my  question  ? 

A.  I  tell  you  that  it  is  impossible  for  uie  to  give  a  com- 
plete answer,  or  any  adequate  idea  of  what  I  did  during 
that  time. 

Ml*.  CoLK  (to  the  Committee) — If  the  Committee  expect 
me  to  examine  this  witness  they  will  have  to  take  measures 
to  compel  him  to  answer.  Otherwise  I  shall  have,  to  re- 
tire from  the  matter. 
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Mr.  Lewis  (to  witness) — You  must  answer  tlie  question. 

Mr.  Taintor — 1  would  like  to  ask  the  Committee  a 
question.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  they  will  receive  the 
document  I  have  prepared  referring  to  these  suits?  If  so, 
it  would  save  a  great  deal  of  time.  It  is  as  complete  as  I 
could  make  it,  and  it  would  answer  all  the  purposes  of  my 
examination  by  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Lewis — You  cannot  tell  what  questions  will  be  put 
to  you  by  counsel,  and,  therefore,  your  written  statement 
would  be  useless  as  an  answer  to  them. 

Mr.  Taintor — I  can  see  from  the  questions  already  pro- 
posed what  they  are  likely  to  be. 

Mr.  Cole — I  cannot  submit  to  a  running  argument  of 
the  nature  of  a  wrangle  with  this  witness.  He  will  either 
have  to  answer  or  the  Committee  must  take  steps  to  com- 
pel him  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Lewis — I  have  said  that  the  witness  must  answer 
the  questions. 

Q,  (By  Mr.  Cole) — Now  I  understand  you  to  say  that 
you  do  not  know  what  specific  services  you  rendered  be- 
tween June  5,  1874,  and  December  31,  1874? 

A.  I  cannot  give  you  a  complete  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion, and  everything  that  I  have  done  is  specified  in  that 
document. 

Q.  Can  you  give  no  notion  to  the  Committee  what 
services  you  rendered  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  your  services  were  different 
in  kind  or  quantity  from  the  services  which  you  had 
previously  rendered  ? 

(No  answer.) 

Q,  Was  there  any  essential  difference,  either  as  to  their 
quality  or  the  time  employed  in  them,  between  the  services 
rendered  by  you  from  the  5th  of  June,  1874,  to  Decem- 
ber 81,  1874,  and  the  services  which  you  had  previously 
rendered  ? 

A,  They  might  have  been  of  greater  importance.  The 
services  were  of  very  great  importance. 

Q.  Did  these  services  in  the  cases  of  Koe  and  Mou- 
aghan,  and  fifteen  others,  for  which  you  received  $6,500 
— were  they  rendered  subsequent  or  prior  to  that  period  f 

A.  That  was  part  of  the  fee  which  I  asked,  and  if  I 
had  been  a  lawyer,  you  would  call  it  a  retaining  fee. 

Q.  Was  the  retaining  fee  for  the  past  or  for  the 
future  ? 

(After  a  pause.) 

A,  For  the  future,  if  my  memory  is  right. 

Q,  If  you  stated  in  the  vouchers  that  they  were  for 
services  in  the  Roe  and  Monaghan  cases  and  fifteen  others, 
you  meant  for  services  to  be  rendered  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know  how  I  did  mean  it.  I  told  the  Comp- 
troller that  I  did  not  wish  to  go  ahead  in  those  matters 
imless  my  compensation  was  increased,  and  he  consented 
to  a  new^  arrangement. 

Q.  You  had  been  receiving  pay  at  $25  a  day  up  to  the 
time  you  put  in  this  bill  for  $6,500 — now  in  the  light  of 
that  hill  I  want  you  to  state  when  the  services  were  ren- 
dered ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you  ;  1  cannot  give  you  an  answer.  I 
have  not  prepared  my  mind  or  thought  of  it. 
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Q,  I  see  that  on  October,  1875,  yon  received  for  ser- 
vices in  the  same  cases  another  fee  of  $5,000 — do  yoo 
know  at  this  time  what  services  were  rendered  in  those! 
suits  for  that  fee  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  In  the  next  month  you  received  in  the  Tweed  case 
and  several  other  eases,  another  fee  of  $4,000 — have  you 
any  idea  at  all  of  what  services  were  rendered  subsequent 
to  the  5th  of  June,  1874,  as  distinguished  from  the  ser- 
vices which  had  been  rendered  prior  to  that  time  ? 

A,  I  can  tell  you  this,  that  the  whole  of  the  labors 
assumed  a  very  much  more  important  character.  Most  of 
the  actions  were  commenced  during  that  time.  During 
that  year  I  had  run  in  debt  $2,500  for  clerk  hire.  When 
I  was  in  want  of  money  Mr.  Charles  O'Conor  offered  to 
lend  me  $5,000  on  my  note,  but  I  declined  it.  Subse- 
quently, however,  I  accepted  a  loan  of  $2,500  from  hira, 
for  which  I  gave  him  my  note,  and  I  used  that  money  to 
pay  my  clerks.  Out  of  the  $9,000  in  those  two  items  I 
think  I  received  about  $4,000  for  my  own  services  and 
$5,000  for  my  clerks. 

Q.  You  never  put  in  vouchers  for  clerk-hire  up  to  that 
time? 

A,  I  paid  my  clerks,  but  don't  know  that  I  ever  put  in 
any  charge  for  them. 

Q.  There  were  several  large  sums  for  clerk  hire  in 
those  bills  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  whether  I  put  in  any  vouchers  for 
clerk-hire  or  not,  but  I  certainly  did  not  do  it  till  1875. 

Q,  What  services  did  you  render  in  the  Watson  suit 
which  could  be  distinguished  from  the  general  services  you 
did  in  all  the  other  suits.  What  services  were  peculiar  in 
that  suit. 
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A.  In  that  Buit  I  unlocked  the  money  which  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  Trast  Company,  and  which  they  never 
would  have  got  otherwise. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  money  you  got  in  that 
suit  ? 

A.  $21,000. 

Q,  $21,263? 

A.  I  didn't  get  my  pay  for  a  year. 

Q,  Now,  can  you  tell  what  services  were  rendered  in 
the  Tweed  case,  as  distinguished  from  the  Watson  case, 
for  instance  ? 

A.  The  Tweed  case  was  based  on  entirely  different 
grounds. 

Q.  Didn't  the  preparation  for  the  one  necessarily  in- 
volve the  preparation  for  the  other? 

A.  No,  sir;  by  no  means.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  that  I 
can  answer  no  more.  I  am  physically  unequal  to  go 
ahead,  and  I  cannot  see  the  necessity  for  this  thing.  It 
takes  ine  some  thought  to  go  into  these  matters,  and  I  am 
physically  unable  to  do  it.  I  hope  therefore  the  Com- 
mittee will  excuse  me.  I  don't  ask  anything  from  sym- 
pathy. 1  have  been  perfectly  willing  always  to  make  a 
statement  of  my  knowledge  and  connection  with  these 
matters;  but,  when  I  have  done  all  I  could  in  preparing 
this  written  document  on  the  subject,  I  cannot  see  the 
necessity  or  propriety  of  this  proceeding.  I  shall  there- 
fore decline  to  answer  any  other  questions  until  I  consult 
C(»un6el.     1  do  not  wish  to  be  tortured. 

Alderman  Lewis — You  must  answer  the  questions  put  to 
you  by  the  Counsel,  unless  you  are  too  ill  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Taintob — I  don't  refuse  to  answer  on  that  ground. 
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Mr.  Cole — That  is  the  only  ground  upon  which  you  can 
be  excused. 

Mr.  Tajntor — I  believe  1  have  already  answered  the 
question  specifically. 

Alderman  Cowing— Now,  Mr.  Taintor,  are  you  really 
too  sick  to  go  on  toKiay.  If  so,  we  will  stop  the  examina- 
tion until  you  feel  able  to  testify. 

il,  I  am  very  ill,  indeed ;  I  don't  know  what  to  say 
about  it.  I  don't  like  to  give  up  in  consequence  of  being 
sick. 

Mr.  Cole — The  witness  has  spoken  of  an  agreement 
with  the  Committee  to  prepare  a  statement,  and  that  I 
wished  him  to  draw  up  such  a  statement.  There  has  been 
no  such  agreement  whatever  with  this  Committee  nor 
with  the  Counsel,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  this  witness 
should  be  placed  upon  a  different  footing  from  any 
other  witness.  I  told  him  so  a  few  days  ago.  When 
giving  his  testimony  some  time  ago  he  said  that  it  would 
take  a  month  to  enable  him  to  furnish  the  requisite  infor- 
mation. He  has  been  allowed  two  months  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  he  could  now  answer  these  questions  if  he 
chose  to  do  so.  If  he  will  say  that  he  cannot  answer 
them  there  is  an  end  to  the  matter.  State  Senators, 
Comptroller,  and  ex- Comptrollers,  and  some  of  the  most 
prominent  citizens  have  not  felt  it  beneath  tlieir  dignity  to 
appear  before  this  Committee  and  give  their  testimony ; 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  the  witness  would  claim  to  be 
exempted  from   this  duty.     There  is   no  reason  why  he 
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should  not  answer  any  question  pnt  to  him,  unless  his 
answer  could  tend  to  criminate  himself.  He  does  not  pnt 
his  refusal,  however,  upon  that  ground. 

Q,  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Here  is  a  tabular  state- 
ment, from  which  it  would  appear  that  you  received  from 
the  city  $80,000  ? 

A.  That  is  incorrect. 

Q.  How  much  id  it  incorrect — point  out  where  it  is 
wrong  ? 

A.  If  you  take  from  that  about  $12,000  which  I  had 
to  spend  in  the  service  of  the  city  necessarily,  for  clerk  hire, 
etc.,  the  balance  might  have  been  paid  to  me  for  services 
rendered. 

Q.  How  much  would  you  deduct? 

A,  $12,000,  which  would  leave  about  $68,000  that  I 
received. 

Q.  And  the  rest  is  disbursements? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Colk)— State  whether  part  of  this  $68,000 
was  charged  for  services  before  June  5,  1S74  ? 

A,  I  asked  the  Comptroller  for  a  contingent  sum,  feel- 
ing that  it  was  right  that  I  should  do  so  cotisequent  upon 
the  increased  responsibility  and  labor  that  arose  in  the 
prosecution  of  the  suits ;  and  if  you  take  the  first  two  or 
three  vouchers  they  were  regarded  as  part  of  that  fee. 
If  you  want  to  find  out  the  value  of  my  services  ask  Mr. 
O'Conor,  Mr.  Green,  Mr.  Peckham  or  General  Barlow, 
and  they  will  tell  you. 

Q.  If  you  would  answer  my  questions,  Mr.  Taintor,  a 
great  deal  of  time  and  trouble  would  be  saved.  Will  you 
answer  the  question  or  not  ?  What  services  were  rendered 
by  yon  in  the  Tweed  case  subsequent  to  the  5th  of  June, 
1874? 
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A.  I  cannot  give  you  a  proper  or  adequate  answer  to 
that 

Q,  Can  you  state  what  services  were  rendered  in  the 
IngersoU  case  7 

A,  I  cannot  give  an  answer  whicli  will  be  sufficiently 
comprehensive  or  adequate. 

Q,  Didn't  the  services  which  you  rendered  prior  to 
June  5, 1874,  consist  of  an  examination  of  the  evidence  in 
all  these  cases  ? 

A,  It  did  not,  sir. 

Q.  What  cases  were  not  examined  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you,  sir. 

Q.  Can't  you  state  what  services  were  rendered  prior  to 
that? 

A.  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  By  saying  you  cannot  tell,  you  mean  that  you  cannot 
state  it  in  a  detailed  form  ? 

A,  I  cannot  give  a  specific  answer. 

Q,  Can't  you  state  what  class  of  services  you  rendered  t 

A.  No,  sir ;  there  were  a  great  many  classes  of  service. 

Q   Can't  you  state  them  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  cannot  tax  my  mind  to  remember  them. 

Q.  By  saying  that — do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  are 
too  ill  to  answer  t 

A.  No ;  I  don't  mean  to  be  excused  on  that  account. 

Q,  Are  you  able,  physically,  to  go  on  with  this  examina- 
tion? 

^.  I  am  not ;  but  I  don't  wish  to  be  excused  on  that 
account. 

Q.  Here  are  the  vouchers  and  here  is  a  detailed  state- 
ment for  all  the  services  you  rendered.  I  want  you  to 
take  these  and  examine  them  and  say  whether  you  are 
able  to  state  if  you  have  rendered  any  services  in  these 
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caaea  subsequent  to  June  5, 1874,  in  addition  to  those  that 
you  rendered  prior  to  that  time.  Look  over  that  paper 
and  see  if  it  is  an  accurate  statement  (handing  witness  a 
statement)  ? 

-4.  I  am  unable  to  examine  these  vouchers  to-day,  I 
could  not  answer  such  a  question  as  that  in  a  week.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  me  to  do  so  from  the  very  nature 
of  the  case. 

Q.  (By  Alderman  Cowing) — Can't  you  state  at  this 
time  what  services  you  performed  from  1872  to  1874  as 
well  as  those  for  which  you  received  $25  a  day  ? 

A.  It  is  impossible,  from  the  very  nature  of  the  case. 

Q,  Can't  you  give  some  idea  of  the  nature  of  the 
services  ? 

A.  I  cannot;  I  was  every  where  in  those  days — wherever 
I  could  obtain  a  clue  to  any  evidence,  examining  records, 
and  going  around  generally. 

Q.  What  suits  were  you  engaged  in  ? 

A.  There  were  very  few  suits  then  commenced. 

Q,  Were  there  any  particular  cases  in  which  you  were 
engaged  % 

A,  They  were  principally  cases  before  the  Grand  Jury, 
but  I  was  engaged  generally  in  hunting  up  evidence. 

Q,  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  all  the  information  which  you 
used  after  1874  was  acquired  previous  to  that? 

.4.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Those  two  years  that  you  were  engaged^  was  not 
sufficient  to  obtain  the  requisite  information  ? 

A,  No,  sir  ;  I  have  not  got  through  with  it,  yet. 

Q,  What  is  the  last  matter  in  which  you  were  engaged  f 

A,  I  would  just  as  lief  not  state  it.  I  have  met  with 
very  great  obstacles  in  the  course  of  my  researches,  and  I 
think  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  say  anything  about  it  now. 
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Q.  If  you  Bhoald  appear  in  any  other  suit  pending,  are 
yon  to  be  paid  for  it  besides  what  yon  have  be<in  paid  for 
the  services  you  rendered  ? 

A.  There  are  some  suits,  as  I  said  the  other  day,  for 
which  I  have  not  received  any  pay. 

Q.  Which  ones  are  they  ? 

A.  I  haven't  them  all  in  my  mind.  There  is  the  case  of 
Morgan  Jones,  Roe  &  Monaghan,  and  three  or  four 
others  that  1  have  not  now  in  my  mind.  I  will  tell  you 
li    ere  vou  can  find  it  out — in  these  vouchers. 

Mr.  Cole  then  oflfered  in  evidence  a  tabular  statement 
of  the  vouchers  referred  to,  containing  the  amounts  of 
money  received  by  Mr  Taintor  at  different  times,  and  the 
services  for  which  he  was  paid. 

Mr.  A.  H.  Grkkn,  ex-Comptroller,  was  then  called  to 
the  stand  and,  having  been  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Q,  You  were  Comptroller  of  the  City  of  New  York 
from  what  date  to  what  date  ? 

A.  From  November  6,  1871,  to  December  7, 187(5. 

Q.  Did  you  employ  H.  F.  Taintor,  in  the  year  1872,  in 
connection  with  the  examination  of  the  Ring  frauds  ? 

A.  Mr.  Taintor  was  engaged  in  that  examination  be- 
fore I  went  into  office ;  I  should  think  in  1872. 

Q,  Was  it  by  your  appointment? 

A,  1  desire  to  speak  from  the  record,  and  the  official 
data  in  the  C<im]>troller'8  Office  shows  the  date  of  his  em- 
ployment. I  would  like  to  look  at  that  before  testifying 
as  to  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  employ  him  ? 

A,  I  think  he  was  upon  the  pay-roll. 
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Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  him,  or  did  you 
employ  Him  ? 

A.  I  had  some  conversation  with  him. 

Q,  Have  yon  any  recollection  of  having  employed 
him  ? 

A.  I  think  he  was  employed  in  ferreting  oat  the  Ring 
frauds. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  recollection  as  to  whether  yon  em- 
ployed him  or  not  ? 

A,  I  shonld  think  I  did  employ  him. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  the  terms  of  that  em- 
ployment?    How  much  was  he  to  receive? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  He  did  receive,  in  point  of  fact,  from  the  early  part 
of  1872  to  the  5th  day  of  June,  1874,  the  record  shows  a 
fixed  palary  at  the  rate  of  $25  a  day ;  and  after  the  5th 
day  of  June  to  the  1st  of  October,  1874,  he  was  regularly 
on  the  pay-roll  of  your  department  at  a  compensation  of 
$25  a  day.  Subsequent  to  June  5,  his  name  no  longer 
appears  there,  but  his  compensation  consisted  of  fees  for 
services  in  certain  cases.  Have  you  any  recollection  of 
the  circumstances  connected  with  his  being  transferred 
from  the  pay-roll  and  being  paid  a  q^iantum  meruit  f 

A.  Generally  speaking,  I  found  when  I  came  into  the 
office  that  he  was  engaged  in  investigating  the  King  frauds. 
Sometime  after  tlmt  I  think  he  wrote  me  a  letter,  which  I 
suppose  is  on  file,  declining  to  serve  any  longer  in  those 
cases  on  the  terms  which  he  had  heretofore  received.  I 
think  there  were  two  letters.  Then  I  had  some  conver- 
sation as  to  his  compensation  and  I  think  the  result  was 
that  a  qiuintum  meruit  compensation  was  agreed  upon. 
He  desired  himself  to  make  this  arraiigement  and  I  think 
I  consented  to  it. 
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Q.  What  was  it — what  was  the  airangement  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was  expressed  in  the  letters. 

Q,  What  was  the  general  nature  of  the  arrangement  ? 

A,  It  was  substantially,  I  think,  to  receive  compensa- 
tion in  each  case. 

Q,  On  the  31st  of  December,  1875,  he  presented  a  bill 
for  services  iti  the  case  of  Hoe  and  Monaghan,  Ingersoll 
and  others,  aggregating  $6,500.  Now,  have  you  any 
knowledge  at  all  as  to  whether  the  services  which  he 
charged  for,  and  was  paid  for  in  those  cases,  were  per- 
formed prior  to  the  5th  of  June,  1874,  or  not  ? 

A.  I  could  not  state  from  my  recollection. 

Q,  His  vouchers  here  show  the  fact  to  be  so  ? 

A.  Well,  I  know  that  I  should  never  have  paid  his  bill 
without  being  satisfied  that  it  was  correct ;  but  I  have  no 
recoil ectiou  of  the  transactions. 

Q,  You  were  cognizant  personally  of  the  kind  of  ser- 
vices that  he  rendered  during  the  time  that  he  was  upon 
the  pay-roll  ? 

A.  He  was  examining  the  accounts  of  persons  who  had 
made  or  who  made  claims  against  the  city,  as  also  the  cases 
in  which  the  city  had  brought  suits,  facilitating  the  labors 
of  the  Comptroller's  oflRce,  the  Counsel  for  the  Corporation, 
and  the  Bureau  of  Municipal  Affairs,  assisting  all  those 
engaged  in  the  prosecution  of  the  members  of  the  "  King,'* 
which  was  then  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  O'Conor,  Mr.  Peck- 
ham,  and  Mr.  Barlow. 

Q,  He  was  engaged  in  looking  up  evidence  in  the 
King  suits  ? 

A.  I  suppose  that  definition  will  generally  apply  to  his 
employment. 

Q,  Are  you  able  to  state  from  your  knowledge  of  the 
methods  employed  by  Mr.  Taintor  whether  the  prepara- 
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tion  of  the  materials  to  be  used  in  these  different  suits 
was  in  an  advanced  condition  prior  to  1874  7 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  had  been  engaged  in  them 
before  that,  but  as  to  the  stage  of  advancement  in  which 
they  were,  I  could  not  state. 

Q.  Was  not  the  percentages  which  each  one  got  elabor- 
ated before  that  ? 

A.  In  some  cases  I  think  they  had,  in  others  not.  He 
had  a  special  function  to  perform,  and  he  was  invested 
with  a  very  wide  discretion. 

Q.  At  the  time  that  he  was  employed  in  the  Finance 
Department  was  he  exclusively  employed  in  this  business  f 
A,  Yes,  sir,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  Can  you  state  more  specifically  than  you  have  done, 
the  nature  of  the  second  agreement  which  you  made  with 
him? 

A.  I  should  not     I  don't  think  I  can. 

Q.  You  simply  know  that  the  basis  of  compensation 
was  to  be  changed,  and  that  he  should  be  paid  for  the 
suits  in  future  as  they  came  along? 

A.  That  was  the  general  character  of  the  agreement. 

Q.  At  the  time  that  ho  presented  this  bill  (handing  it 
to  witness) — please  read  that  so  as  to  refresh  your  mem- 
ory. What  I  want  to  know  is  this,  did  you  consider 
when  you  approved  that  bill,  that  you  were  paying  him 
for  all  his  services  up  to  that  time  ? 

A,  I  could  not  say  that  that  would  cover  all  his  services 
up  to  that  time.  I  would  not  be  willing  to  say  that  it 
did. 

Q.  Well,  in  those  cases  specified  in  the  bill  ? 
A .  I  cannot  say  that  I  have  any  particular  memory  of 
it  except  what  the  paper  itself  shows. 
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Q,  What  previous  employment  was  Taintor  in  when 
he  came  into  your  employment? 

A.  I  don^t  know;  I  think  he  was  in  some  bank 
business. 

Q,  He  swears  on  one  of  these  vouchers  that  he  was  a 
stock  broker  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Did  you  find  him  in  the  office  when  you  came  in  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  found  him  in  the  office.  I  think  Mr. 
Tilden  engaged  him.  I  found  him  engaged  in  the  ex- 
amination of  these  matters  when  I  entered  on  the  duties 
of  tiie  office,  and  it  was  his  knowledge  and  experience 
that  continued  him  in  the  employment. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned,  subject  to  the  call  of 
the  President. 
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